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OF PRIDE 


“If I were a Jew and were born in 
Germany and ‘arned my livelihood 
there, I would claim Germany as my 
home, even as the tallest Gentile may, 
and ‘challenge him to shoot me or cast 
me into a dungeon. I would refuse to 
be expelled or to submit to discrimin- 
ating treatment.” Thus declared 
Ghandi shortly after the pogrom in 
Germany. Part of his statement we 
can at once dismiss. For it is entirely 
unnecessary to “challenge’’ Nazis to 
shoot or to cast one into a concentra- 
tion camp. They do so without any 
invitation or challenge. We may sim- 
ilarly dismiss the suggestion to “refuse 
to be expelled.” Of course, there ex- 
ists a theory that no man dies unless he 
agrees to do so. But where expulsion 
is concerned, refusals seem to be of no 
avail. There is an implied criticism in 
the words of Ghandi—he disapproves 
of the Jews’ submission to expulsion. 
One may as well condemn the victim 
of a murder for “cooperating” with 
the murderer in allowing himself to 
be killed. 

With all due respect to Ghandi, one 
must add that it is easier for him to 
preach resistance to oppression than 
for the German Jews. After all, he 
contended with British imperialism 
which, harsh as it may have been, 
could not even compare with German 
technique. Also, Ghandi spoke for a 
Hindu population of about 320 mil- 
lion which was being ruled by a com- 
parative handful of British soldiers. 
By no stretch of the imagination could 
these multitudes of Hindus be “ex- 
pelled” from'their homes and he can 
therefore afford the luxury of “refus- 
ing” to be expelled. 

Ghandi is on much firmer ground 
when he counsels the Jews to “claim 
Germany as my home, even as the tall- 
est Gentile.’”” Many Jewish refugees 
continue, in their hearts, to cherish 
such sentiments toward the German 
landscape and the pre-Nazi German 
culture on which they were brought 
up. It takes a goodly measure of pride 
to renounce the cultural heritage which 
one has acquired during a lifetime— 
particularly when no other nation of- 
fers any welcome. One cannot live in 
a cultural void. What geographic and 
cultural trunk shall the Jewish refugees 
graft their allegiance on? Detached 
as many of them have become from 
Jewish values, it takes a tremendous 
will power and an unbreakable pride 
to join themselves again to their own 
people. And so many of them exhibit 
an understandable human weakness 
and deep in their hearts they refuse to 
give up the Germany they have known 
in the past and they continue to cling 
to their memories with that intensity 
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with which one clings to something he 
knows he has lost forever. 

Let those who are proud criticize 
German Jews for this attitude. But 
before one does so, one must be sure 
that he would act differently under 
identical, or similar, circumstances. 

To be sure, in individual cases it 
may be but a vulgar longing for flesh 
pots that were enjoyed. But in the 
majority of cases it is the suppressed 
cry of a people bereaved of their 
homes. When the Jews were expelled 
from Spain in 1492, they imposed an 
excommunication upon that country 
and forbade any Jew to set foot on its 
soil. But then conditions were differ- 
ent. They were deeply religious, and 
even though they left their dead in the 
country, their God, a very personal 
one, accompanied them. In 1938 ex- 
pulsion imposes more severe spiritual 
hardships—it robs of home as well as 
of all those values which make up a 
cultured human being. 

There was therefore an unjustified 
sting in the words of Erich Maria Re- 
marque, the author of A// Ouiet on the 


Western Front, also an exile, who, 
when asked whether he is homesick 
for Germany, answered—‘What am 
I? A Jew? Only the German Jews 
are homesick for Germany.” Well 
could he, an individual integrated with 
the world human spirit, make such a 
proud and biting comment. When 
conditions in Germany change, he will 
return to his home. He is only a poli- 
tical exile. Well he knows in his sub- 
conscious mind that should he want to 
return to Germany very much, all he 
has to do is to renounce his views. He 
can therefore afford to be proud. But 
those who do, not have this potential, 
even though degrading, alternative, 
for them it is much more difficult to be 
proud. What is more, their pride 
might ev en, be no more than a subter- 
fuge. One” does not renounce that 
which he has not got. 

American Jews may often feel in- 
clined to condemn German Jewish 
refugees for their inward weeping at 
what they have lost. But before we do 
so let us weigh the magnitude of their 
loss. S. K. 
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EDITORIALS OF 











THE ROUND TABLE 
CONFERENCE 


HE DECISION of the British government to 
convoke a Round Table Conference in an at- 
tempt to solve the Palestine problem was not very 
enthusiastically received by responsible Jewish cir- 
cles from the very beginning. Many felt that it 
was either too late, or too early, to call such a con- 
ference. The fact that representatives of sovereign 
Arab states were invited to attend while Syria and 
Lebanon were omitted from the list did not add to 
the Jewish desire to participate in political nego- 
tiations at which a common language will hardly 
prevail. (Lebanon, being a non-Moslem state, is 
particularly prone to look favorably upon the 
growth of the Jewish community in Palestine. ) 
Such a conference might have been fruitful in 
1936 when the Jewish Agency twice requested the 
British government to arrange a meeting with res- 
ponsible Arab leaders and on both occasions the 
government refused to grant the request. Or had 
the advice of the Archbishop of Canterbury been 
heeded one year ago and such a meeting had been 
arranged, it might have resulted in a temporary, 
even though possibly an unsatisfactory truce. But 
there can be little hope for concrete results from 
such a conference in 1939 when the prestige of 
England has fallen so low, when the Rome-Berlin 
axis is considered as the triumphant world power 
by many countries and when unscrupulous forces 
have gained influence among the Arabs. A “‘peace 
conference” that is to be held a few months after 
Munich and that is arranged by the very govern- 
ment which made itself ‘‘famous”’ by precipitating 
Europe into a “peaceful catastrophe,” contains 
the same danger as the conference at Munich— 
surrender to the demands of the strong and the 
aggressive. It was only natural therefore that the 
Zionist leadership should harbor such misgivings 
about the forthcoming Round Table conclave. 
Nevertheless, the Zionist movement did not re- 
ject the plan. Although we cherished no illusions 
as to its possible outcome, we accepted the plan. 
We believed that all skepticism as to its results 
notwithstanding, we should nonetheless partici- 
pate in the conference and should provide the gov- 
ernment an opportunity to bring about peace—if it 
really wants to do so. We also felt that we must 
not give our enemies the opportunity to agitate 
against us on the ground that the Arab leaders 
raised the white flag of peace but we refused to 
talk matters over with them. Such were our 
calculations when we agreed to participate in this 
meeting. 
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But during the past few weeks Zionists and non- 
Zionists as well have been increasingly insistent 
that this decision be revised. Some claimed that it, 
was an error from the very beginning to accept the ‘ 
proposal of- a government that is preparing to 
liquidate Zionist hopes with the fanfare of a 
staged conference. 

The stubborness of the British government in 
refusing to permit the admission of ten thousand 
German-Jewish children into Palestine—for whom 
room had been provided in schools and private 
homes—only strengthened the impression already 
current that the British Cabinet and Foreign Office 
are unfriendly. This refusal to admit the children 
was considered by many as a hint of the unfriend- 
liness of the British government toward Zionism 
and the Jewish community in Palestine. Even if 
there were no Balfour Declaration and if Britain 
were not obligated to help in the upbuilding of the 
Jewish Homeland, the mandatory power should 
still be condemned on purely humanitarian 
grounds, for not allowing the Palestine Jewish 
community to grant homes and hospitality to per- 
secuted children. The British government is no 
doubt capable of understanding the humanitarian 
aspect of this situation but in this case it is willing 
to forego humanitarianism for the sake of 
political expediency—not to antagonize certain 
Arabs with whom it will be necesssary to nego- 
tiate during the coming weeks. We. can there- 
fore easily understand those Jewish institutions 
(like the Vaad Leumi—Palestine Jewish National 
Council—and the British Zionist Federation) 
which interpreted the “deafness” of the govern- 
ment to the cry of the children as a symptom of its 
coming attitude during the Round Table Confer- 
ence. If ten thousand children, for whom ‘‘eco- 
nomic absorptive capacity” has already been pro- 
vided, are not admitted to Palestine, what can be 
the official attitude when large scale Jewish im- 
migration will be discussed? If such are the feel- 
ings of the British government, many people ar- 
gued, what sense is there to waste time at a con- 
ference which has only disappointment in store 
for us? 

Meantime there appeared other symptoms that 
weakened our desire to participate. The usually 
friendly secretary of colonies, Malcolm Mac- 
Donald, »whe js,certainly wel, informed in. matters 
pertaining to Buritish-Zionist relations, suddenly 
“discovered” factors which require ‘unusual cau- 
tion.” He-sudderly became aware of che “dual 
obligations” which England had assumed toward 
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Jews and Arabs during the war and which may in- 
fluence the progress of the negotiations. (These 
“dual obligations” are a definite hint of British 
“double dealing” for which Jews are expected to 
pay with their last hope.) This hint refers to the 
famous McMahon promises to the Arabs, which 
were denied by McMahon himself. Lloyd George, 
who headed the British government during the war 
and who certainly knows what obligations his ad- 
ministration assumed, also denied such promises 
ever having been made to Arabs. Another indica- 
tion of the prevailing mood in the British Cabinet 
is to be found in MacDonald’s declaration in Par- 
liament that when the Balfour Declaration was 
issued in 1917 no one foresaw that Palestine would 
have to meet the need for a mass immigration. 
The fact that England refuses to discuss Palestine 
in connection with the refugee problem and that 
prominent officials constantly stress that these are 
entirely unrelated and separate questions is suffic- 
ient indication of the shadows that will darken the 
Round Table Conference in which we agreed to 
participate. 

It is therefore quite easy to understand what 
impelled so many important and responsible Jew- 
ish bodies to demand that the Jewish Agency 
change its previous stand. We share their feel- 
ings and we are not unaware of their doubts. But 
we are still convinced ‘that the Jewish Agency 
should cling to its original decision. Officially the 
British government has not renounced its obliga- 
tions under the Mandate and the Balfour Declara- 
tion. Deeply disappointed as we are at the tem- 
porary refusal to admit the ten thousand children, 
we nevertheless realize that the obligations im- 
posed by the Mandate are the basis for negotia- 
tions for a larger immigration schedule during the 
coming years. We must continue to demand of 


* the British government the maximum fulfillment 


of those obligations which it has not renounced. 
We must avoid the possibility of being represented 
before British public opinion as uncompromising 
extremists with whom it is impossible to discuss 
peace. It would be very easy for our enemies to 
concoct a legend that of the three parties con- 
cerned, the Jews were the only ones who refused 
to cooperate and must therefore be held respon- 
sible for any untoward events that may occur in 
Palestine in the future. Such a “legend” may 
easily stick and we may have to pay dearly for it. 

Hopefully or not—to the conference we must 
go. No votes will be taken there and the question 
of a majority will not arise. If some agreement 
—even a temporary one—will be arrived at, no 
one wilk.be happier ,about it than we.-. If this 
should prove impossible -to attain, then-the confer- 
ence can be: terminated at any. time.’ But public 
opinion ntust khotv definitely: why it- was termin- 
ated and who is to blame. 
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Boycotting the conference would be tantamount 
to a policy of non-cooperation, and there still is no 
justification for such a counsel of despair. With- 
out wishing to prophesy we admit that the British 
goverment may drive us toward such a policy of 
non-cooperation against our will. But today such 
a course is premature. We have not yet exhausted 
all the other alternatives. 

The Jewish Agency should therefore abide by 
its previous decision to participate in the Round 
Table Conference. 


POLAND SOBERS UP 
HE RECENT victory of the Socialist and 


liberal forces in the municipal elections in 
Poland, held on December 11th, came as a sur- 
prise even to those who are intimately acquainted 
with the political developments in that country 
during the past few years. The final tabulations 
show how extended is this victory of the Socialist 
forces. In Warsaw the Polish Socialist Party 
(P. P. S.) and the Jewish Socialist Bund won 43 
out of 100 seats. In Lodz, the Polish Manchester, 
the democratic parties won 80 seats to the govern- 
ment party’s 12; in Krakow, the Socialists won 24 
seats and the government 22. 

The opposition anti-Semitic and Fascist parties 
suffered a sweeping defeat in these elections. The 
results are particularly significant since they follow 
closely the ‘‘vote of confidence” which the Polish 
people ostensibly gave to the ruling clique in the 
parliamentary elections held November 13th and 
20th. The municipal elections completely routed 
the Camp of National Unity, particularly in the 
industrial centers. Although most of the opposi- 
tion parties called upon the electorate to boycott 
the elections, sixty per cent of the qualified voters 
participated in them. The government proclaimed 
this a vindication of its policies. 

This change of sentiment leads us to believe 
that the Polish people is’ fast sobering up from its 
recent stage of intoxication induced by the 
“victory” over Czechoslovakia—the acquisition of 
the Teschen region from the democratic republic, 
then prostrated by threats from three surrounding 
countries. The perfidious role of Poland in weak- 
ening the resistance of Czechoslovakia during the 
crisis and thereby playing Hitler’s game is becom- 
ing more obvious abroad. Perhaps the realization 
of this fact -is fast penetrating the minds of the 
Polish people too, as the “Drang nach Osten” of 
Germany has opened its first post-Munich cam- 
paign on the propaagnda front with the fostering 
of an independent Ukraine—in realistic terms—a 
new partition of Poland. Perhaps, there exists a 
dichotomy in the minds of the Polish electorate 
which tolerates the Colonels’ regime in foreign 
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and national issues, but would prefer democracy 
in municipal and local affairs. Perhaps, as some 
cynics maintain, the government clique was over- 
confident because of its victories in the parliamen- 
tary campaign and therefore neglected to set the 
stage “right” for the municipal elections. What- 
ever the causes may be, the world can be confident 
that in spite of decades of Fascist propaganda in 
Poland and twelve years of the rule of a semi- 
authoritarian and anti-Semitic regime, liberalism, 
tolerance and democracy are far from being dead. 


It would be too optimistic, however, to draw 
the conclusions that the present Polish regime will 
follow the directions given to it by the citizenry. 
On the contrary, we fear that this blow to the 
prestige of the government and the obvious streng- 
thening of Leftist sentiments might push the rulers 
more and more in the direction of totalitarianism, 
the most effective method of squelching any oppo- 
sition. The recent indications of forthcoming anti- 
Jewish legislation show that the ruling clique of 
Poland is leaning more and more on the Jewish 
issue in order to maintain itself in power. Anti- 
Semitism and totalitarianism are twins. Our satis- 
faction at the victory of democracy in Poland, is, 
therefore, greatly reduced because of our fear of 
its real effects. 


TRIBUTE TO THE BEAST 
HE GERMAN plan for ransoming Jews is 


.4& the most devilish scheme that we have heard 
of yet. According to this plan, proposed by 
Schacht, foreign Jews are to grant loans to Ger- 
man Jews and in exchange the Nazi government 
will allow them (four poor ‘Jews to one well to 
do) to leave the country and to take German man- 
ufactured articles with them which they are to sell 
abroad. The German government is thus to 
dump its manufactures on markets that refuse its 
products, to acquire foreign currency which it 
needs so badly for its rearmament industries and 
to obtain raw materials which it lacks at present. 
The British Government looked askance at this 
plan and London bankers refused to consider it. 
Last minute rumors would have it that the Ger- 
man government is now negotiating directly with 
Jewish bankers. Will they accede to this plan? 
A conference of 900 delegates of Jewish organ- 
izations held in New York under the auspices of 
the Joint Boycott Council on December 17 em- 
phatically turned down this plan which would 
force Jews to become agents for Nazi merchan- 
dise. One thing, however, becomes obvious from 
this plan. The Nazi government is sorely pressed 
for funds and for a market for its products. It 
already suffers from an adverse trade balance of 
over 400 million Marks during 1938. This latest 
attempt to “‘barter” Jews for cash and markets il- 
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lustrates anew the fundamental cynicism and false- 
hood of Nazi claims. Were they really as anxious 
to rid the “Fatherland” of Jews as they claim to 
be, they would not propose such commercial 
schemes but would open wide the gates of Ger- 
many for all Jews to leave. But they are not at 
all anxious to do so. Instead they are merely try- 
ing to utilize their victims for their own ends. 


The more this phase of German policy becomes 
apparent, the more clear our policy must become. 
If it were merely a question of paying a ransom, 
then no one would dispute the necessity of doing 
so in order to save the lives of the victims. But in 
this case an attempt is being made to force the en- 
tire Jewish people to become agents of Nazi com- 
merce. Were Jews to consent to such a plan, not 
many would be saved from Germany but the Nazi 
regime would be considerably strengthened. 


CHILDREN FIRST 
Or JANUARY 3 the Congress of the United 


States will resume its sessions. Among the 
numerous problems which it will have to confront 
there no doubt will also come up the question of 
immigration quotas. The problem of political, 
racial and religious refugees has today become one 
of worldwide importance which no civilized coun- 
try can afford to ignore. No country of any signi- 
ficance can avoid this question and its contribution 
toward its solution. The U. S. Government need 
not be ‘ashamed of its attitude toward the refugees 
and its record during the past year or two, when 
compared to the records of other countries. But 
Congress must also have the vision to realize that 
this country is today occupying a position of prom- 
inence and leadership in liberal thought and action 
that is practically unequalled by any other land 
and its attitude toward this crucial question must 
be expressed accordingly. 


We do not know whether any bill will come be- 
fore Congress to change the quota law at present 
in force. But whether such a.bill is acted upon or 
not this country has a duty of humanity to per- 
form which must be acted upon at once whatever 
the fate of the present quota law may turn out to 
be. We all recognize the plight of the oppressed 
in Nazi lands, but unbearable as the condition 
of the adults may be, the fate of their children 
who are being mutilated by the most inhuman 
degradation and insults must be remedied at once. 
Here it is not a question of an immigration 
that, according to some, may impose a burden 
upon the labor market. It is rather a duty which 
no representative of a civilized community can af- 
ford to ignore. England has taken in a consider- 
able number of child refugees. The Palestine 
Jewish community has already absorbed thousands 
of children and during a registration held in re- 
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cent weeks it was demonstrated that over ten 
thousand German Jewish children could at once 
be placed in private homes as well as in collective 
settlements. The eagerness with which people 
from all walks of life responded and offered to 
provide homes for children was striking in its 
humaneness and understanding. 

But the British Government turned down the 
requests of these people and refused to permit the 
immigration of children offering as an alibi the 
forthcoming Round Table conference to be held in 
London between Jews, Arabs and English to solve 
the Palestine problem. 

The British action is to be condemned. But 
condemnation will not free the thousands of child- 
ren who are daily subjected to the indignities of 
the Nazi regime. In line with its humane attitude, 
the American Government should do something 
about this problem without delay. No doubt thou- 
sands of families will gladly undertake to provide 
a home for a child refugee. Congress should 
make provisions to permit these children to come 
into the country. 


MRS. ROOSEVELT ANSWERS WELLS 
— IS a hoary Jewish joke which after- 


dinner speakers at Zionist banquets find in- 
valuable: it is the classic tale of the scientists who 
each wrote a treatise on elephants. The French- 
man wrote on “The Love Life of the Elephant,” 
the Englishman on “Sports among the Elephants,” 
the Russian on ‘The Soul of the Elephant’—the 
Jew composed a thesis on “The Elephants and the 
Jewish Problem.” The joke no longer seems as 
riotously funny as it did twenty-five years ago, not 
only because of its venerable age, but because the 
listeners are troubled by the reflection that the ele- 
phants probably do have a Jewish problem. While 
reciting the finale in chorus, the banqueteers pon- 
der the query: Which came first, the thesis or 
elephantine anti-Semitism ? 

The more one reads the discussions of Jewry 
and its woes appearing in the general press, the 
more one is inclined to believe that the Jewish sci- 
entist, instead of being the victim of the national 
fixation, was merely reporting on observable phen- 
omena in another branch of the animal kingdom. 
The recent debate in Liberty by H. G. Wells and 
Mrs. Roosevelt on ‘The Future of the Jews” is a 
case in point. Apparently we stick in the throats 
of friend and foe alike. Both Wells and Mrs. 
Roosevelt see assimilation as the answer. Mr. 
Wells says it with a sledge hammer and the re- 
verse of flowers; Mrs. Roosevelt is, as always, 
generous, intelligent and courageous, but essen- 
tially she too views the Jewish interest in Zionism 
and Palestine as something to be explained. Wells 
rants that Jewish chauvinism created our present 
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troubles. According to Mrs. Roosevelt, the 
world’s ill-treatment “pushed the Jewish race into 
Zionism and Palestine.” The apportionment of 
responsibility, as well as the intellectual integrity 
of the debaters, is poles apart but both offer dis- 
solution as the solution. 

In all other respects, the contest between Mrs. 
Roosevelt and Wells is an unequal one. It is un- 
equal not because of the high literary stature of 
Wells but because of the low moral and intellec- 
tual level of his debate. He fulminates on a plane 
to which Mrs. Roosevelt cannot descend. The 
bristling bias, the malodorous tone of Wells’ diat- 
ribe requires an unsparing counter attack. When 
a man hits below the belt, someone should shout 
“foul.” Someone should not hesitate to expose 
the nature of the fight, but that someone cannot 
be the First Lady of the Land. We are grateful 
to Mrs. Roosevelt for taking up the cudgels in our 
defense. We are grateful for her sense of justice 
and fair play. We fear, however, that her meas- 
ured, thoughtful words will not prove an adequate 
antidote for the venom of Wells. 


REFUGEE RELIEF 


HERE IS small comfort in saying, after an 

unpleasant event, “I told you so!” But at 
least one has the satisfaction of knowing that one’s 
prediction and analysis have been correct. 

Last month we warned against some newly 
sprung up defenders of the Jewish people and 
“friends” of the refugees. We pointed out that 
there were within the Jewish community organiza- 
tions like the Joint Distribution Committee and 
the United Palestine Appeal which had been en- 
gaged in alleviating the refugee problem since 
1933, incidentally, without aid from these new 
“friends.” We questioned whether money col- 
lected by these ‘friends’ would be used for 
refugee relief or for sectarian purposes. 

Unfortunately our prediction came true. The 
American League for Peace and Democracy col- 
lected funds in California for refugee relief, the 


money to be turned over to President Roosevelt’s | 


Advisory Committee on Refugees. A Los 
Angeles publication inquired of this committee 
whether these funds had been received and it was 
informed that the Committee received none and 
does not accept funds from private agencies. 
Now the Jewish People’s Committee Against Anti- 
Semitism and Fascism (which collected money at 
a meeting at Madison Square Garden and has not 
made public the disposition of these funds) has 
decided to launch a drive for Jewish refugee re- 
lief. What prompted them to start an indepen- 
dent drive and thus create confusion, we can only 
surmise. Certainly the best interests of the re- 
fugees will not be served by this move which was 
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obviously dictated by the partisan interests of the 
Jewish People’s Committee. 

We do not wish to see much needed funds div- 
erted to organizations controlled by political sects. 


The J. D. C., the U. P. A. and the Youth Aliya 





7 





are known to us all. Their record is unimpeach- 
able, their motives above reproach. They are 
the ones through whom aid should be extended. 
Refugee relief must not be transformed into a 
partisan pork barrel. 


A Dangerous Question 
SHOULD JEWS CONCERN THEMSELVES ONLY WITH JEWISH AFFAIRS? 


The developments in Europe during the past 
few years, and particularly the recent events in 
Germany, have shocked many Jews into a recon- 
sideration of their relationship to the surrounding 
world. We offer the following article as a human 
document by an outstanding European literary fig- 
ure who is a Jew and a Zionist as well. Dr. Max 
Brod, who lives in Prague, has felt the full impact 
of Nazi savagery. While we do not share his con- 
clusions and we believe that Jews are by right 
equal citizens in the lands where they live and 
should actively share in molding the future of 
their countries, we find Dr. Broa’s article to be of 
great significance as an expression of the attempt 
at reorientation which is taking place in the minds 
of many thoughtful Jews. 


THE EDITORS 
HE QUESTION is difficult. Indeed, it is 


basically unanswerable. Should Jews parti- 


cipate in the general affairs of those nations. 


among whom they live, or,should they confine 
themselves to the effort of solving only their own 
Jewish problems? 

Much can be said in answer to either of these 
questions. Their very irreconcilable dualism is a 
symbol of the frightfully abnormal situation of 
Jews in the present-day world. After all, there 
are questions which simply cannot be answered but 
which can only be obviated. I ama Zionist. That 
is to say, | am convinced that when the Jews are 
dwelling in their own country, when this country 
will have absorbed, not all perhaps, but at least 
the most essential forces of the Jewish Diaspora, 
then this burning question as to whether we ought 
to participate in world affairs will lose its acuteness 
and immediacy. It will lose both its object and its 
sphere of application. Such is the rather ironic 
way in which a goodly number of human problems 
finally come to rest; not by direct assault, which in 
many important controversies is not even possible, 
but by circumvention. Or else these problems sud- 
denly attain a new level at which their significance 
is either lost or altered. They ‘solve themselves,” 
as it were. They are replaced by other problems 
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and achieve a new aspect in relation to a changed 
environment, taking a course in which they can be 
settled without equivocation, in a hitherto unsus- 
pected way, before they are finally thrown into the 
waste-basket of world history. 

The Jewish problem of participation in non- 
Jewish affairs falls into the category of those 
problems which are not solved but which at some 
later time are undermined and drained of their 
significance. Thus anxiety is stilled. It has not 
actually ceased but has merely changed its form of 
being, and stalks spectre-like among forgotten 
annals as a historical curiosity. 

At the present time, to be sure, one dare not 
and cannot find solace in such glimpses into the 
distant future. Quite the contrary. The problem 
of dispersion and with it that of participation in 
the affairs of other nations is becoming more and 
more acute; instead of growing simpler it is be- 
coming more complicated from day to day. Jews 
are immigrating to the United States, to South 
America, to Australia, to the Tropics. The dis- 
persion is increasing. New Jewish minorities are 
being formed. And everywhere the Jewish ques- 
tion will emerge, everywhere anti-Semitism will 
arise in obvious consequence of our economic, cul- 
tural and political activity, wherever we go. No 
matter where we may be, our mere existence 
creates opposition to us. ‘You take up too much 
space,’ say the nations. But the art of not taking 
up space has unfortunately not yet been invented. 

Although in former centuries controversy may 
have raged as to whether the Diaspora was a 
blessing or a curse, whether it was not even, in the 
last analysis, a mission and a “Gift of Israel unto 
the Nations,” I believe that this debate should be 
stopped and that all Jewish circles should clearly 
recognize that our Diaspora is the most frightful 
misfortune for us, and that to the world also it 
does not bring any blessing, or peace. Working 
from a single center, we might perhaps become a 
blessing to the nations, according to the biblical 
prophecy; but not while we are scattered. The 
daily newspapers teach us that. Though we may 
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be guests with excellent traits and with the best of 
intentions, a guest whose virtues are not noticed 
and not even recognized is after all a burdensome 
guest. 

I think it opportune here to express myself with 
definite conviction concerning the aid to Jewish 
refugees as planned at the Evian Conference and 
by Lord Winterton, and now already being put in- 
to partial effect. I consider these measures to be 
completely mistaken. The Jews are being scat- 
tered even more than formerly; an attempt is be- 
ing made at small infiltrations of Jews into many 
lands, a procedure which must nevertheless make 
itself felt in the long run. Instead of the Jewish 
people being united, they are being sent out all 
over the world, and soon not even the smallest 
country will be without its protective measures 
against these foreigners. 

For times have changed. Nations and states 
have entered into the age of an imperialistic will 
to assertion. Although the Jewish assimilationist 
and “mission” theory could be maintained in the 
face of the rather loose state-structures of the 
19th century, it completely collapses in an epoch 
in which nations are organizing themselves into in- 
creasing compactness because they believe (disre- 
garding the justice or fallacy of this belief) that 
they can conquer or defend the vital areas they 
want or need, only by the application of exceed- 
ingly harsh measures, by the introduction of a con- 
trolled economy, of monopoly capital, or of state 
socialism. The earth has grown smaller. Con- 
cerning the technical details of this modern devel- 
opment and its intellectual and spiritual conse- 
quences we read the following in Alfred Weber’s 
devastating book, ‘“‘Kulturgeschichte als Kultur- 
soziologie’ (Verlag Sijthof, Leiden, 1935): 
“Western man is thrown back upon himself in a 
world which is now limited, in which he can no 
longer be a wanderer into distant lands, a world in 
which his hitherto naively expansive nature now 
probably signifies extinction.” 

And in such an aroused world, its baser instincts 
whipped up to a fury of destruction, the Jews, or 
at least a good many of them, preachers of univer- 
salism, still continue to pipe their idyllic song of a 
“mission.”” Even in those years when Theodor 
Herzl, who was virtually a great prophet, ap- 
peared, such views were already untimely. But 
today we would have to keep our eyes forcibly 
shut not to see that we, Jews, will be irresistibly 
crushed in the machinery of war-like states unless 
we bethink ourselves and voluntarily withdraw. 
And today above all, with the dawning of an in- 
toxicated imperialism ushered in by the fascist 
states and opposed by those nations which ‘still 
grant some recognition to human dignity and free- 
dom, though they too are impelled, of necessity, to 
equally harsh measures of compact organizing— 
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today, with the world growing more and more in- 
hospitable, Jews are being driven in groups and in 
small units into foreign countries. It is enough to 
make one despair! 

I do not like to complain. Rather would [ in- 
dicate the possibilities of aid that occur to me. 
Obviously, the Jews must emigrate from certain 
countries, and obviously, they are grateful for the 
hospitality and human compassion of those coun- 
tries which still cling to humanitarianism. But a 
definite salvation for the Jews is only possible if 
they are permitted to emigrate en masse to Pales- 
tine and to other territories which must be joined 
to Palestine under interational law. Since, as mat- 
ters already stand, tremendous resettlements must 
be made all over the world, the re-settlement in 
other Arab countries of nationalistic Arabs from 
Palestine should be striven for—with the active 
financial aid of England and of the Jews—for the 
better welfare of these Arabs and of a land thirst- 
ing for peace. Those Arabs who remain in Pales- 
tine and who wish to cooperate constructively with 
the Jews, should be welcomed and accorded the 
best of treatment. Those Jews who, in spite of 
all, can find no place in Palestine should be settled 
in other territories, but on a compact, mass basis. 
Furthermore, these territories, even if geograph- 
ically remote from Palestine, should constitute, to- 
gether with Palestine, a unit under international 
law. Not until the time when no more Jews re- 
main in dispersion than do other peoples (e. g. 
Italians or Czechs), will the Jewish question be 
brought to rest. 

But until then, what stand shall the Jews take 
in regard to general political questions from which 
they cannot exclude themselves without the deter- 
ioration of their essential self, without the loss of 
their value as human beings ? 

This is an extremely dangerous question! Let 
us consider the following mental speculation by 
way of illustrating it: what would have happened 
if, by chance, Leon Blum had still been Premier 
when France denied aid to the Czechs, who had 
firmly trusted in their treaty? What would have 
happened when the unutterable disappointment 
here in Prague was seeking for an outlet? I dare 
not picture it. 

It is dangerous for Jews to mix in politics. 
Nations, to be sure, have often enough derived 
great benefit from the participation and leadership 
of Jews—England from Disraeli, France from 
Gambetta. Is it therefore not egotistical if we 
think only of our danger and not also of the bene- 
fits which many great Jewish minds have brought 
to humanity and to the countries in which they 
lived ? 

However, the question is more involved than 
that. Despite the arguments of anti-Semites, it is 
clear that the Jewish people are a people of peace, 
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that they wish to serve the ideals of human broth- 
erhood, even to the extreme of self-sacrifice. This 
is due not only to the universalist character of the 
Jews (‘‘A People of Mercy”), but also to their 
understandable interests; for wherever nations 
come into conflict, Jews are not only the first to 
suffer but they also suffer the most. That is why, 
as I have already stated, the imperialistic epoch 
which is now dawning is so unfavorable to us and 
requires a total re-orientation of Jewish policy, 
such as I have outlined above, a policy of the 
integration and unity of Jewry. 

Shall we, then, abstain from efforts which tend 
toward the amelioration of imperialistic national 
conflicts through the struggle for social justice and 
the elimiation of the abuses of capitalism? Does 
not such self-exclusion contradict the deepest 
promptings of our spirit and our deep-seated reli- 
gious feelings? Does it not also contradict our 
national interests which prosper only by construc- 
tive work while humanity is at peace ? 

Thus are we impelled to take an affirmative 
stand: play your part in world affairs! But the 
negative stand is no less impelling, since as the 
result of such participation we are despised and 
exterminated. 

I have sought for a way out of this dilemma in 
the concept of ‘detached love” (Distanzliebe). 
This idea has been developed in my novel, ‘Die 
Frau, die nicht enttaeuscht,” and in my biography, 
“Heinrich Heine.” Heine is indeed the prover- 
bial example of the Jew who all his life was 
ardently concerned with the broad general prob- 
lems of humanity and with the betterment of con- 
ditions. Using Heine as an example, and in all 
due respect to him, I show. the error of a great 
Jewish soul and its very belated self-realization. 

“Detached love” is a dialectic concept. It 
bears a contradiction within itself. Where there 
is love, there is of course the desire to grow less 
detached. Where detachment is strictly observed, 
love fades away. And yet, where participation in 
non-Jewish affairs is concerned, Jews can maintain 
no other correct attitude than this one, an attitude 
which is, to be sure, a very. difficult one and to be 
practised only with tact and subtlety of feeling. 
Contradictions, I admit, cannot be thought out to 
a conclusion, but they can be lived. Indeed, for 
the most part, life consists of nothing else but such 
contradictions, which are lived through but which 
cannot be resolved by logic. ‘Soft and wavering 
—that is the way of life. Hard and fixed—that is 
the way of death,” said great Lao Tse. I realize 
that a political maxim, must also possess a certain 
definite handiness, an unequivocal applicability. 
It should not gently fade away into the vague 
realm of dialectics. A new dilemma! “Detached 
love,” however, is no complete remedy for all 
cases. The concept can only apply as a directive, 
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as the indication of an approximate mood and as a 
guiding principle. More concretely, I should say 
that the Jew cannot and should not lose sight of 
general human political questions, but that he 
should remain aware that the advice he gives to 
another people or to mankind as a whole, no mat- 
ter how honestly conceived subjectively, neverthe- 
less encounters objective factors which are not 
ours and which we do not always understand, par- 
ticularly when psychological imponderables are in- 
volved. Therefore Jews should practice detach- 
ment, though not abstention! Detachment implies 
no striving for leadership nor for prominence in 
foreign affairs, but only well-meant advice which, 
however, should be given with a full sense of res- 
ponsibility, open, clear and in no way resembling 
the condescending, mysterious admonition of some 
“venerable graybeard” emerging from the dark- 
ness. The Jew must at all times realize that in 
politics he is dealing with exceedingly imperfect 
experiments which are, consequently, to be per- 
formed in all humility. He should know that 
Israel’s best achievements for humanity will come 
about only when we shall be reborn in a Jewish 
state in our own land. Then the entire problem 
of participation in non-Jewish affairs will not have 
been solved; it will have disappeared. 


Translated by Dr. Maxim Newmark 











FORTHCOMING FEATURES: 


Cultural Dilemma of the Refugee 
Jews in the Russian Revolution 
Dispersion and Concentration 














BOSTON FRIENDS OF THE 
FRONTIER 


will celebrate the Fourth Anniversary of our publica- 
tion with a JEWISH FRONTIER DINNER on Sun- 
day Evening, January 22nd in the City Club. The 
event is being sponsored by a special committee of 


outstanding educators and communal leaders. 


Hayim Greenberg will be the guest speaker of the 
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Children In Vienna 


— STORY of what is happening to Austrian 
children is not an “‘atrocity story” at all when 
compared with what is happening to grown-up 
people. And yet the facts are perhaps even more 
moving and revolting than the brutal murders, 
arrests, robberies, and tortures to which the grown 
ups are subjected. For it is a part of the future 
of mankind which is destroyed in Austria. Wounds 
are inflicted, which nobody—not even time will 
heal. 

There are different groups of children suffering 
from persecution. First of all, the Jewish chil- 
dren; then children whose parents are persecuted 
for political reasons, as supporters of Schuschnigg, 
socialists, or monarchists, and finally the ‘“‘non- 
Aryan children’—those who are Christians or 
Dissidents but whose parents or grandparents— 
or even one of them—were Jews. As marriages 
between Christians and Jews were very frequent 
in Vienna, this group is rather large; there may 
be half as many “non-Aryan non-Jewish” children 
as Jewish ones. Their fate is almost the same; 
from a psychological point of view it may even be 
considered as worse. 

The direct influence of the regime on these 
children is particularly felt in the schools. Up to 
the end of this school year (July 2, 1938) the 
following discriminations were ordered: 

Jews and other non-Aryans were allowed to 
continue their studies at the universities and other 
high schools only to the extent of two per cent of 
the total number of students; this is but a small 
fraction of their former number. Actually only 
a few Christian non-Aryans were admitted and 
Jews were entirely excluded. It is certain that no 
Jew will be allowed to begin any course of study.* 

They are admitted to the secondary schools, but 
only to the number of 450 and only in one Jewish 
secondary school in Vienna, whereas there were 
formerly many thousands of Jewish students in 
many Austrian secondary schools. But this is of 
very little use if they are excluded from the uni- 
versities. They are also excluded from all com- 
mercial and industrial schools, and are not al- 
lowed to train for any trade or to become farmers, 
merchants, or skilled workers. They are pro- 
hibited to become apprentices. 

They are admitted to the compulsory element- 
ary schools. But they are carefully separated 
from their Aryan comrades. Special “Jewish 
schools” were created. ‘Jewish schools” do not 
mean schools with Jewish teachers. All Jewish 


* A decree promulgated after the recent outbreak in Germany excludes 
all Jews from universities and other institutions of higher education. 
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teachers were dismissed and only “Aryan” 
teachers are employed in the Jewish schools. The 
arrangement serves very well to show the Jewish 
children how completely they are disregarded. 
The worst school buildings were chosen for these 
schools or, if they are in the same building as an 
“Aryan school”, Jewish children are not allowed 
to use the same entrance. They have to use the 
emergency stairs. Jewish schools are over- 
crowded and are badly equipped. Some time ago 
I saw a dictation given by a teacher at one of these 
schools. It ran like this: ““We are now in a new 
schoolhouse and we are very glad. Unhappily we 
had, until now, no blackboard, no chalk, no ink, 
and no inkpots.”’ 


So much for the provisions of the state con- 
cerning the training of Jewish children. It is only 
too clear that it is quite impossible for any Jewish 
or non-Aryan child to get professional or any 
other kind of training for any job. It is impossi- 
ble for them to qualify themselves for earning 
their livelihood. They have no future and no 
hope. They can only grow up to become beggars. 


But actually they cannot even do this. The 
number of rich Jews is rapidly decreasing and a 
growing number depends on outside assistance. 
The state, of course, does not grant any charity 
to Jews. Poor Jews receive aid at several stations 
in Vienna. At one of these, at the Sterneckplatz, 
S. A. men appeared one day, drove the waiting 
men, women, and children away, and threw the 
dishes into the street. 

As an example of the pedagogical principles 
now used with regard to Jewish children, it may 
be mentioned, that they were fetched out of a Jew- 
ish school, during classtime, in order to be photo- 
graphed for the “Stuermer’’. In one case the 
pupils were forced to say who among them they 
considered the ugliest, and these were photo- 
graphed. In another school children were ordered 
to come in the afternoon for a medical examina- 
tion. They had to undress, and the ugly ones were 
photographed. This was the “medical examina- 
tion”. Corpulent Jewish children, on the other 
hand, were held up in the streets and photo- 
graphed. The pictures appeared in some of the 
papers, with a sneering text about how fat Jewish 
children still were, in spite of the alleged persecu- 
tions. I know, of course, that there are more 
material blows than these, but these seem to me to 
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be memorable nevertheless; for it is the spirit of a 
regime which is important—and this spirit is 
clearly revealed in these “jokes”. 

Most people in Vienna, especially in the central 
districts, wear swastikas or similar decorations, 
when walking in the streets, either to express their 
convictions, or to protect the wearer. As only 
Aryans are allowed to wear them, Jewish and non- 
Aryan children are easily recognized in the streets. 
They are exposed to all kinds of insults, especially 
by groups of Aryan boys, mostly older and 
stronger, and mostly members of the ‘Hitler 
Youth”, who find their pleasure in attacking and 
beating (with fists or sticks) their younger, 
weaker, and less numerous Jewish comrades. The 
theory, that there is nothing which would not be 
allowed against-a Jew produces its first fruits. 

Jews were severely beaten in several parks and 
the Nazi authorities reacted in a typical Nazi man- 
ner—they forbade Jews to enter the Viennese 
parks, and gave as a reason the “regrettable dis- 
orders, due to the insolence of the Jews”. At the 
entrance to the Tuerkenschanzpark in the eigh- 
teenth district in Vienna, a death’s-head was 
painted on the footpath with an inscription: ‘Jews 
enter this park at peril of their lives”. All swim- 
ming pools are likewise open only to Aryans. 
Jews are allowed to walk in the Vienna Wood, but 
S. A. men make raids on the tram terminuses and 
send the Jews home. 

It is necessary to realize the conditions of life 
in Vienna in order to appreciate these restrictions. 
In Vienna housing conditions are still rather bad 
and the town is very hot and dusty in summer; the 
great and numerous parks, the beautiful surround- 
ings, and the swimming gave compensation. Swim- 
ming especially is the really popular Viennese 
pastime. The former social-democratic adminis- 
tration had specially provided for the children 
and had built dozens of free swimming pools 
throughout the town, exclusively for them. Jews 
and non-Aryans are now excluded from all this. 
During the school holidays, which last from the 
beginning of July to the middle of September, the 
Jewish children had to sit at home unable to get a 
breath of fresh air or to occupy themselves in any 
other available way. It can easily be understood, 
that their health suffers and their education be- 
comes almost impossible. And what will happen if 
these conditions last for years? 

But even all this is not the outstanding danger. 
Now famine is threatening. One after the other, 
the Jews lose all possibility of earning a living. 
Almost all Jewish and non-Aryan employees were 
dismissed on July first. Jewish shops, factories 
and other businesses are seized or boycotted. Law- 
yers, doctors, etc., are forbidden to work, or are 
boycotted—all this in a daily growing degree. 
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One-third of the Jewish population in Vienna 
already depends on charity. Some months hence 
it will not be one-third, but nine-tenths. But who 
will be able to assist two hundred thousand Jews 
forced out of economic life? In autumn 1938 the 
starvation of the Jewish and non-Aryan children 
of Vienna began. 

These are the conditions under which these 
children live. How do they bear it? The ortho- 
dox Jews are comparatively well off. For them, 
this is a simple well known repetition of their 
history. Hitler is Pharaoh, he is Nebuchadnezzar, 
he is Haman. And the Jews have to trust in God, 
who will awaken other Moseses and other Esthers 
and will deliver his people as he did before. Some 
orthodox Jews even think that they have guessed 
the real intention of God—He sent Hitler in 
order to drive the Jews out of Europe which will 
perish, even as he advised Lot to leave Sodom. 
But what shall those who are incapable of believ- 
ing this rely upon? A Jewish shopkeeper in the 
Praterstrasse in Vienna killed his wife and his 
child and committed suicide. The shop was closed, 
‘because of sudden death”’, a poster on the shutter 
said. A Nazi added the inscription: ‘recom- 
mended for imitation’. Such gentle advice is 
frequently followed. Parents, not seldom, take 
their children with them into death. 

After 1918, a great wave of charity brought 
substantial help to Viennese children suffering 
from the consequences of the great war. But now 
it is worse than war; for in a war both parties 
have guns—now only one. And who will bring 
help to the persecuted children of Vienna? Who 
will bring help before it is too late? 

Certainly, the difficulties must not be over- 
looked. To help in this case means to take chil- 
dren away from their appalling conditions, and 
this means to assume responsibility for them for a 
few years. But it should be possible to do this, at 
least in a few thousand of the most urgent cases. 

As for the “Aryan” children, the situation is 
much less urgent, but it is, if possible, even more 
sad. They will not learn how to lead an honest 
life. They will learn hatred, they will learn con- 
tempt, they will learn war. The schools, the 
radio, the newspapers, the organizations into 
which they are pressed—all these tend toward one 
goal, and they do so to an extent almost unimagin- 
able in happier countries; this aim is to teach 
everybody the so-called ‘“Nationalsozialistische 
W eltanschauung’—Nazi world outlook—and the 
world understands what this means. One day all 


this will crash. But what will have happened to 
the children of today by the time that comes to 
pass? 
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Russia’s Next Move 


HE MUNICH agreement marked a turning 

point in world politics. It is also bound to 
be a turning point in Russian politics; furthermore, 
a change of policy on the part of Russia must in- 
evitably involve the Communist International. A 
new change in the “line” of the Comintern may 
surely be expected. It would be miraculous if it 
did not occur. But it is much more difficult to pre- 
dict what this change will consist in. For the 
Comintern, at present, finds itself in a quandary 
such as it never before experienced in its varie- 
gated history: It is a quandary resulting from the 
downbreak of Russia’s international policy. 

In order better to understand the problem 
which faces the Communist International at the 
present moment, it may be useful to consider it 
in its historical setting. The whole history of the 
Comintern, since its foundation, has followed two 
trends, which together determined the complex 
curve of its development. One of these trends con- 
sists in a regular alternation between “right wing” 
and “left wing” policies. From the Russian revolu- 
tion in 1917 (before the formal foundation of 
the Comintern) till 1921, the policy of the Com- 
munist International was extremely “‘left’’ though 
marked with a certain amount of hesitation and 
not entirely free from the interference of cross- 
currents. During that period the Communist In- 
ternational, wherever it was able to do so, 
launched small minorities upon a policy of armed 
uprising, which, lacking the support of the broad 
masses, invariably collapsed. At the same time, 
the Communist International fought a furious 
battle against the “traitorous” reformist parties 
of the majority of the proletariat, attempting to 
split the labor movement all over the world. This 
phase came to an end with the conclusion of the 
civil war in Russia and with the end of the revolu- 
tionary era in Central Europe, which coincided 
with the final victory of the Bolsheviks in the Rus- 
sian civil war. The immediate occasion of the 
change of policy in 1921 was the staggering de- 
feat, under very compromising circumstances, of 
an armed uprising in Germany, which convinced 
Lenin that the era of immediate revolutionary 
battles was, for the time being, over. 

From 1921 to 1928, the Communist Interna- 
tional followed the policy of the “united front’’, 
avoided armed uprisings, concentrated on the day- 
to-day problems of the class struggle, and tried 
to bring about a sort of unity in action with other 
labor organizations, with the aim of drawing their 
mass following into the orbit of Communist in- 
fluence. This period, like the previous one, was 
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again not without its cross-currents and _hesita- 
tions. In China, the Communists joined the civil 
war, but they did so rather reluctantly, not on 
their own account, but in the wake of the armies 
of Chiang-Kai-Shek; it was the Chinese General- 
issimo who, in the end, turned against them. 
They, on their part, had carefully clung to the 
tactics of the “united front’. In Germany, in 
1923, at the height of the crisis produced by the 
inflation, the German Communists, with the con- 
sent of Moscow, prepared an armed uprising. 
But whereas, in the previous period, uprisings had 
been launched on the slightest pretext, this time 
nothing happened in the end; except that the dis- 
appointment of the membership with the caution 
of the leadership brought about a violent convul- 
sion within the Communist party, which led to the 
ousting of the “right wing” group of Brandler 
and the temporary domination of a “left wing” 
group within the German and the French Com- 
munist parties. But this was an episode, and in 
both parties the left wing was soon deposed and 
expelled upon orders from Moscow. 

The approach of the depression, and the ruth- 
less fight of Stalin against the right wing of Bu- 
kharin and Rykov in Russia, brought about a new 
change of policy in 1928-9. The Communist In- 
ternational became wildly “‘left’’ again, but it was 
a leftism different in kind from that of 1917-21. 
Nothwithstanding wild talk about revolutionary 
possibilities, there was no attempt at armed up- 
rising, with the one significant exception of China. 
There was not even an attempt at resisting the 
growing fascist wave in Central Europe. On the 
contrary, more than once the Communist parties 
actively cooperated with the fascists. Their re- 
vived “‘leftism’’ consisted in a complete break 
with all other labor organizations, which they 
sweepingly denounced as ‘“‘social-fascists’’ and in 
renewed attempts at the formation of Com- 
munist trade unions. This policy disastrously 
collapsed a few months after the advent of 
Hitler. 


Since 1934, everything was subordinated to the | 


fight against the Nazi menace to the Soviet Union. 
Few forces had done as much as the Communists 
to make this menace arise and grow. But now, 
turning even more violently to the ‘right’? than 
in 1929 they had turned to the “left”, the Com- 
munist parties launched the “Popular Front”’ 
policy, advocating not only a united front, but the 
actual merging of all ‘“‘progressive” forces. Under 
the description of “progressives” were included 
not only the French radicals and the Spanish re- 
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publicans, but such men as Flandin in France and 
Schuschnigg in Austria. In Russia, 1934 had 
seen the beginning of a violent campaign against 
Trotzkyism. And the Communist International, 
while subordinating everything to its new aim, 
denounced as Trotzkyists all those who held the 
old Communist interpretation of Marxism. 

With the Munich agreement, this latest phase 
came to an inglorious end, like all former policies 
of the Communist International. It had been noth- 
ing more nor less than a move to support Rus- 
sia’s aim to bring about an alliance of the demo- 
cratic powers (and, if possible, of Italy) against 
Germany and Japan. It was the ideological super- 
structure of the Franco-Soviet and the Franco- 
Czech-Soviet pacts. These pacts have broken 
down. And the superstructure is bound to disap- 
pear with the substructure. As early as March, 
the Austrian Communist party, which had defend- 
ed Austrian ‘‘national independence” against Ger- 
man conquest, went down. In September, as a 
result of long developments, Senor Negrin polite- 
ly complimented the International Brigade out 
of Spain, and at the same time the verdict in the 
P. O. U. M. trial showed the determination of 
the Spanish government no longer to collaborate 
in the G. P. U. policy of extorting confessions of 
the Russian type. Two weeks later, the Franco- 
Soviet pact was a heap of ruins. And the immedi- 
ate consequence was that, for the first time in 
years, the Communists voted against the French 
government on a vote of confidence. By doing 
so, they did not overthrow the Daladier govern- 
ment, but dislocated its majority, destroyed the 
Popular Front, resumed their independence (cre- 
ating, incidentally, a sharp Crisis within the French 
socialist party) and did what was in their power 
in hurrying on the transformation of the Daladier 
cabinet from a government of the “left’’ into a 
government of the “right”. Again, two weeks 
later, the Communist party of Czechoslovakia, a 
broken reed, was declared illegal, without any 
attempt at resistance on the part of the Commun- 
ists. Three weeks later, on Nov. 7th, Dimitrov, 
for the first time in years, was among the ten 
paladins mounting the tomb of Lenin on the an- 
niversary of the revolution and enormous posters 
in Moscow again proclaimed the slogan of world 
revolution. The cycle was thus completed; the 
Communist International is moving to the “left” 
again. 

This, at least, seems to be the trend. The 
“Popular Front” policy aimed at securing control 
over the governments of the Western powers for 
Russia. This aim having failed, Russia is isolated 
to-day, and a new isolation of the Communist par- 
ties would logically correspond to this position 
of their master. But such a change of policy is 
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easier conceived than effected. The isolation of 
the Communists in 1917 or 1919 was the con- 
sequence of Russia’s and the Communists’ desire 
to attack the whole capitalist world, and to over- 
throw the existing social order. It was a splendid 
isolation, a result of their exuberant overestima- 
tion of their forces. The present isolation of Rus- 
sia is the result of a tremendous diplomatic de- 
feat. Russia cannot fight the Anti-Comintern 
powers in complete isolation. She must either 
cling to her old democratic contacts—and that is 
not a very hopeful policy—or try to come to an 
understanding with the fascist powers—or at 
least with one or two of them. The latter policy 
seems more likely, though the probability again 
is very small. Hitler may spare Russia as long 
as he is able to make new conquests by peaceful 
means in Europe, the Near East and Africa. But 
in order to obtain Russian neutrality while doing 
so, he need not do more than leave the Russians 
alone for a while. For Russia, it is a desperate 
situation. It will make frantic efforts to break 
through the encirclement. And doubtless the Com- 
munist International will be made wholly sub- 
servient to these efforts. The efforts themselves 
will be hectic, changing, unstable. And all this 
will somehow be reflected, and is already reflect- 
ed, in Comintern policy. Thus the simple logical 
trend towards a new “‘left’”’ policy, after the break- 
down of the various Popular Fronts, will waver 
as a result of the uncertainty of Russia’s foréign 
policies, and probably also as a result of the in- 
calculable Russian internal policies. 

Tet us for a moment consider the historical 
setting for the present situation. We mentioned 
that aside from shifting from “left” to “right” 
policies, there is a second trend in Communist 
history. It can be simply formulated as the trend 
away from revolution and what is not at all the 
same thing—away from the labor movement. 
“Leftism” during the revolutionary era was a sin- 
cere attempt at bringing about the revolution. 
“Leftism” during the depression was nothing but 
empty verbiage. ‘“‘Rightism’’ during the years 
1921-8 was a sincere attempt at winning the 
masses as a preparatory step for revolution. 
‘“Rightism” in the Popular Front period implied a 
wholesale renunciation of all articles of faith of 
bolshevism, from the specific bolshevist conception 
of revolution down to the simple Marxian concep- 
tion of the class struggle. This drift away from 
the original aims of the Communist movement is, 
I believe, mainly due to objective factors. Had the 
revolutionary attacks brought success, nobody 
would have been more happy than the Commu- 
nists. It was their incessant failures that made 
them water down their revolutionary strategy, 
first in the united front policy, then in shallow 
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revolutionary verbiage, and finally in the orgies of 
the pretended fight against a pretended Trotsky- 
ism. It is this that has tinged Communist policies 
with such an unpleasant flavor of disingeniousness. 
Having failed in its real purpose, the Comintern 
became subservient to other aims—Russian fac- 
tional struggles first, Russian foreign policy later 
—but continued pretending to follow its old aims. 
However easy it may be to change words, to cast 
votes in the opposite direction, to revert to a 
stricter revolutionary ideology of class struggle, 
this basic trend of Comintern history could never 
be reversed. If, therefore, the Communist Inter- 
national should appear in a revolutionary guise in 
the next period, the gap between words and facts 
would be even more fantastic than it has hitherto 
been. 

What, then, is the practical policy the Comin- 
tern is likely to evolve after Munich? At present, 
it is in a stage of hesitation and will doubtless re- 
main in that position for some time. Every major 
change of Communist tactics has been preceded by 
such a stage of tentative experimentation, usually 
lasting one or two years. But one may wonder 
whether this time the hesitation is not much deeper 
than ever before, whether the Communist Inter- 
national will at all be able to find a consistent pol- 
icy again. Many details seem to point to the con- 
clusion that Communist policy will henceforth be 
much more contradictory, empirical, hesitating and 
inconsistent than it has ever been. This is due 
both to the fantastic uncertainties of Russian pol- 
itics at home and to the desperate straits in which 
she finds herself in international politics. 


This complete uncertainty about what to do 
already condemned the Communist International 
to something very near complete silence during 
the whole crisis. And doubts about the policy to 
follow can only have increased since. On the one 
hand, a conflict between Germany and the West- 
ern powers is still the alternative most desirable 
from the Russian point of view. Thus Commu- 
nists continue to oppose the Munich agreement. 
But the breakdown of the French Popular Front 
has deprived them of their best instrument, and 
their present criticism of the Munich policy is 
rather an aimless repetition of slogans worn out 
by events than anything else. Acute criticism of 
the existing state of things, together with the 
breaking up of the existing Popular Front, is like- 
ly to bring about the complete isolation of the 
Communists in democratic countries. They would 
then no longer share in forming the policies of the 
Western powers, a situation favorable for any 
negotiations between Russia on the one hand and 
Germany and Japan on the other. But the draw- 
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back is, that in any case, they must somehow re- 
vert to their old Communist slogans, and by doing 
so make themselves obnoxious to the fascist pow- 
ers, though in a way different from the period of 
the Popular Fronts. Under these circumstances, 
the obvious thing to do would be to dissolve the 
Communist International altogether, as a remnant 
from the past which is an undoubted nuisance for 
Russian international politics. But this seems to 
be very far from what the masters at Moscow in- 
tend to do. The probable reason is the continu- 
ous political crisis which has ravaged Russia for 
no less than four years and finds expression in an 
interminable series of purges. To dissolve the 
Comintern at this stage would probably be too 
dangerous for Stalin—and then, as expressed in a 
Comintern manifesto some months ago: In case of 
war, who will stand by the Soviet Union? She 
may want to utilize, in a moment of emergency, 
the old revolutionary slogans. 

Thus the impasse is complete: the Comintern 
cannot continue its old Popular Front policy, be- 
cause Munich killed it; it cannot reverse this pol- 
icy completely, because, paradoxically, that would 
bar every attempt at alliances in the international 
field. And it cannot dissolve the Comintern. 
Under these circumstances, the period of hesita- 
tions is likely to last for a long while. And in the 
meantime, Communist policy will be completely 
empirical, opportunist and varying from country 
to country to a larger degree then before. In 
China, the Communists will certainly continue 
with their unity campaign, which has a chance as 
long as the war lasts. In Spain, they will verbally 
continue their old policy, without, however, put- 
ting any real effort into it. In the democratic 
West, they will carry out a policy of isolation, but 
with attempts at disrupting the socialist parties, 
and, for a time at least, under democratic slogans. 
And they will probably wait for some opportunity 
for a staggering reversal of all fronts and policies. 
This period of wavering is likely to continue as 
long as Russian foreign policy fluctuates. Russia’s 
present attitude will last until she enters her final 
struggle with Germany. Then everything will de- 
pend on the international alignment of forces. If 
Russia goes to war on the side of the democratic 
West, the Communist International will follow a 
policy of national unity in the democratic countries. 
If Russia goes to war alone, she will make a last 
appeal to the revolutionary traditions of the past. 
That at least seems to be the most likely forecast. 
But who could really predict with accuracy the 
next stages of Russian and Comintern policy with- 
out knowing the sanguinary secrets of the 
Kremlin? 
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N HIS article on The Future of the Jews, pub- 

lished in the Christmas issue of Liberty, Mr. 
H. G. Wells expresses somewhat amazing opin- 
ions. In the first place, he decides, just like that, 
that there is no such thing as a Jewish question. 
His proof for this startling statement is quite 
simple. Once (upon a time) Jews were, he con- 
cedes, ‘‘a. people in the Bible”; but since pure 
races are not to be found on the face of the earth, 
Jews per se no longer exist. Inasmuch as there 
are no Jews, it follows that there can be no Jewish 
problem. Of course, admits Mr. Wells, public 
attention now fixes upon certain individuals called 
Jews. Those persons happen to be, as a matter of 
fact, threatened with a brutal and cruel extermina- 
tion. But these distressed creatures are, claims 
Wells, largely to blame for their own difficulties. 
Jews have lost out, he holds, because they persist 
in remaining an egotistic group given to worrying 
continually over their own affairs. During war 
times, for instance, states Mr. Wells categorically, 
‘they cared not a rap for the troubles and dangers 
of any people but their own.” Besides, Jews 
haughtily stand apart from the rest of mankind 
because they are “‘history-ridden and because they 
are haunted by a persuasion that they are the 
Chosen People with distinctive privileges over 
their Gentile fellow creatures.” Years ago, Jews 
indeed could have solved their problem forever by 
assimilating. But they failed to take advantage of 
the golden opportunity. lence they have now 
met their deserved Nemesis. ‘Life has very sud- 
denly and swiftly taken on a grimmer face to 
every one, and more immediately for the Jews. 
The doors of assimilation are now being slammed 
upon him.” However, though assimilation has 
now become rather difficult, and it is therefore 
“quite possible that the Jewish story will end in 
forcible sterilization and death,” Mr. Wells does 
not altogether despair. The brave journalist sto- 
ically sees the Jewish question through. For a 
Jewish remnant before being completely “‘over- 
whelmed” promises Mr. Wells, may still save 
their skins by unreservedly joining the noble enter- 
prise of educating mankind against “prejudicial 
mental matter.” 

Were Mr. Wells a practical joker, we might 
suspect him of trying to be gruesomely funny at 
the expense of the Jewish tragedy. But since he 
is a very serious man of letters, a cosmic philoso- 
pher, and a world historian, one must accept his 
diagnosis of the Jewish question and his proposed 
remedy as a real desire to be helpful. Besides, 
Mr. Wells assures readers that he is “acutely sen- 
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sible of the misery and suffering’ to which great 
numbers of Jews “are being subjected in many 
parts of the world.’”’ Now anyone who feels so 
strongly on the Jewish dilemma cannot and should 
not be dismissed without some consideration. 

It is of course hard for us to understand how 
Mr. Wells can swallow some of his own fantastic 
statements. For no matter how unaware of pre- 
judice Mr. Wells may have been concerning Jew- 
ish and semi-Jewish schoolfellows encountered 
during his boyhood days, he now surely has dis- 
covered in maturity, that there is a Jewish ques- 
tion. Jews do not constitute a pure race—certain- 
ly no Zionist and no rational Jew accepts the Nazi 
myth of pure races—but millions of human beings 
are persecuted today for being Jews. To accuse 
those persons of egotism because they worry over 
their terrible predicament is, to say the least, in 
bad taste. Several hundred thousand Jews, as 
Mr. Wells knows, died in defense of their adopt- 
ed countries. Under the circumstances, how ab- 
surd his charge that Jews cared not a whit for any- 
one’s troubles but their own. And in the face of 
the dire condition of Jews in Germany, Poland, 
Roumania, and the No man’s land of Czechoslo- 
vakia—how can Mr. Wells solemnly declaim that 
Jews want “distinctive privileges over their Gen- 
? Finally, as to the Wellsian 





tile fellow creatures”: 
nostrum concerning assimilation, Mr. Wells sure- 
ly knows that the extinction cure he advocates has 
already been tried and found wanting. In Ger- 
many, Austria and Italy several hundred thousand 
Jews did intermarry, become Roman Catholic or 
Protestant, and participated in every phase of 
their respective countries’ cultural, social and poli- 
tical life. And yet, it is precisely in those classic 
countries of accomplished Jewish assimilation 
where anti-Semitism is most virulent. His view 
that noxious Jew-baiting may ultimately cease 
when education becomes widespread would doubt- 
less sound like a heartless joke to Mr. Wells him- 
self were he a Jew living in present-day Germany. 
For though the educational process may eventu- 
ally eliminate irrational hatreds, it is not unlikely, 
according to Mr. Wells’ own estimate, that before 
mankind grows truly civilized, no Jew may remain 
physically alive to enjoy the light and sweetness of 
the Wellsian higher life. 

But no matter how fatuous Mr. Wells’ prog- 
nostications on our future may seem to Jewish 
readers, his notions are undoubtedly proffered in 
good faith, and even typify the attitude exhibited 
by many other liberal minds. For Mr. Wells is 
neither pro-fascist nor anti-Semite. He is no 
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Father Coughlin deliberately dealing in wares fab- 
ricated in the Nazi mill of lies. Wells—unlike 
Coughlin—will therefore not be hailed as a hero 
in the German press. Nor is he likely to receive a 
Hitler medal. And yet his comments on Jewry 
are far from friendly. Unconsciously Mr. Wells 
aligns himself with the bigotted enemies of the 
Jewish people who aim to destroy or eliminate 
world-Jewry. 

To a large extent Mr. Wells’ incomprehension 
of the Jewish question may be attributed to pov- 
erty of imagination. For despite his numerous 
adventures as a novelist, Mr. Wells is apparently 
incapable of understanding the lives of human be- 
ings situated unlike himself. Only too obviously, 
Mr. Wells personally has not been confined in a 
concentration camp for the crime of being an Eng- 
lishman, and consequently cannot grasp why Jews 
should feel jumpy about their status. Himself be- 
longing to an imperialist people, he can both safe- 
ly and consistently preach to smaller nations the 
gospel of assimilation. For to him assimilation 
means no surrender of his own distinctive obser- 
vances, but simply the disappearance of “tradi- 
tional oddities” cherished by others. Rooted in a 
country of his own and running no risk of being 
called an alien on English soil, he can loftily tell 
Jews (who have no land of their own) they need 
no Jewish national homeland. He can even des- 
cribe persecuted or idealistic Jews who return to 
Palestine out of need or yearning, by the bigotted 
name of “intruders.” Entertaining no doubts 
concerning the destiny of his own native English 
speech, he can ungenerously gibe at Jewish cultural 
effort as a silly attempt to “revamp” Hebrew. 
Being part of an imperialist nation, he instinctively 
sides with imperialist Arabs who, though they en- 
joy the use of a territory more than a million 
square miles populated by about eight millions, be- 
grudge a little notch of forty thousand square 
miles in Asia Minor to millions of Jews sorely re- 
quiring a home. Feeling secure concerning the 
future of his own kind, he can serenely preach to 
the Jew: We too have our worries, but “there is 
nothing to prevent your living in equal and happy 
intercourse with equally civilized people,” pro- 
vided the world sheds its prejudices. And he can 
mock German or Polish Jews by urging them to 
rid themselves of all desire for “distinctive privi- 
leges.” As if Jews anywhere wanted anything 
more than the right to live in equal intercourse 
with others—the equal right to assimilate or be a 
national minority group in the Diaspora, and the 
equal right to live, like Mr. Wells, in their own 
homeland and be a part of their own people. 
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But Mr. Wells’ insensitivity toward the Jewish 
plight stems not only from a lack of sympathetic 
understanding for the predicament of an alien 
group. Like many other pseudo-radical liberals in 
the present -bewildered world, he suffers from a 
moral sclerosis. Though pained by the barbarity 
of Jew-baiting, and aware that if ‘Judaism is mur- 
dered and exterminated, an age of warfare, con- 
quest, and extermination”’ may set in for the rest 
of mankind, he does not, at bottom, regard Jews 
as altogether human. To Wells, the cosmic think- 
er, Jews are so many guinea pigs who should be 
glad to function as “‘a sort of selective and intensi- 
fied anticipation of what is to follow for ourselves 
and for our children.” Now, according to the 
Wellsian concept, mankind can be saved only 
through abolishing all nationalities. But the task 
of persuading contemporary Englishmen or Ger- 
mans to give up their national status is pretty stiff. 
So why not start the extinction experiment with 
the Jews? Since they are widely scattered 
throughout the world and are persecuted because 
of their Jewish descent, they should be only too 
ready to renounce their national entity. But Jews 
—a stubborn lot—unobligingly fail to comply 
with the self-annihilation scheme which Mr. Wells 
thinks is good for them. Impervious to Wellsian 
logic, they refuse to be a chosen people—of 
guinea pigs. To Wellsian pleas, Jewry apparently 
replies that it craves no special status but merely 
wishes to be placed on a plane of equality with 
other nationalities. If the, day of days arrives, on 
which all nations will agree to vanish, Mr. Wells 
may be assured that Jews will do their duty—in 
company with the other peoples. But in the mean- 
time, the homeless Jews, too, wish to have a 
homeland of their own. It is this common-sense 
attitude of Zangwill and other realistic Zionists 
which seemingly exasperates Wells the theoreti- 
cian most. Hence Mr.’ Wells’ acerbity whenever 
he mentions Zionism and his belligerence when he 
throws upon Jews the blame for current preval- 
ence of anti-Semitism. 

The case of Mr. Wells the liberal who loves the 
Jews so much that he wishes them to become ex- 
tinct is, unfortunately, not unique. Views very 
much like his mark the writings of many other lib- 
eral intellectuals who mistakenly believe that Jews 
are or wish to be a “chosen” people. When the 
world—and those liberals too—begin to regard 
Jews as normal fellow creatures entitled to the 
ordinary human rights granted to others, then 
articles of the Wellsian type on the Jewish future 
would no longer be written, or find a ready mar- 
ket. Then, indeed, Mr. Wells, there may be no 
such thing to vex you as a Jewish problem. 















ee a oe ae 


~~ OD S&F“ SS RB DS DB WD OD wedt m e 


i —_— ww = «@ 


oo 


AY aw 45 eee we 








JANUARY, 1939 


FOR THE past four years “Youth Aliya” has 
diverted a great number of German Jewish 
children to Palestine. More than two thousand 
of them have already found a home there. I re- 
member what doubts and misgivings assailed us 
when it was suggested that the collective settle- 
ments should absorb children of such a tender age 
and the numerous meetings and discussions which 
preceded our decision. No one objected to 
the plan as such and everyone appreciated its im- 
portance. Our doubts centered about the problem 
whether we, who lived in kvutzoth, could under- 
take the responsibility for training these young 
people who come from such a different environ- 
ment and who have been accustomed to such dif- 
ferent habits. We knew that the children were 
not orphans and that we would have to be not only 
teachers and guardians but also fathers and moth- 
ers. We were concerned lest we do not succeed 
in fulfilling our role. 

The German Jewish boys and girls came to us 
for a period of two years. During this period 
they had to be taught the Hebrew language and 
culture, they had to be trained in some occupation 
and prepared for a collective form of life. 

Four years have passed. Hundreds of children 
have already undergone their two year training 
period and are now full fledged members of the 
labor community in various collective and coopera- 
tive settlements and in private colonies. Let us 
therefore try to summarize the results of our 
experiences during these years. 

We have succeeded! Most of our doubts have 
proven to be without foundation. Of all the Zion- 
ist projects, this is one of the most successful. On 
this occasion it is well to remember the progen- 
itors of this plan and those who caused it to be- 
come a reality. Chaim Arlosoroff proposed the 
plan for saving German Jewish children after his 
last visit in Europe. During his address on the 
condition of the Jews in Germany, delivered be- 
fore the central committee of the Palestine Work- 
ers’ Party on the evening preceding his assassina- 
tion, he outlined before us this plan. We were all 
enchanted by the power of this vision. He im- 
bued us with the belief in the possibility of realiz- 
ing this plan—the salvation of German Jewish 
children through bringing them to Palestine. 

Then came Henrietta Szold and with her great 
devotion she transformed the plan into a living 
fact. To this day she continues to work for the 
project with youthful vigor and with maternal soli- 


New Life for Youth 


(Dedicated to Henrietta Szold on the Occasion of Her 78th Birthday) 
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citude for each individual child. I have now seen 
her in London. She was the first to reach London 
after the recent savage outburst in Germany. She 
is to be found hastening from one office to another. 
With the aid of Mrs. Ziff, she has contacted some 
of the most important government bodies in Eng- 
land. When one looks at her one is impressed by 
the fact that she carries the whole weight of the 
burden of a broken people. And even as she suc- 
cessfully shouldered the task of organizing the 
‘youth Aliya” she now also succeeded in obtaining 
permission for one thousand Chalutzim from Ger- 
many to receive their training in England. Hun- 
dreds of Chalutzim will thus be saved from pris- 
ons, concentration camps and starvation. 

The people I mentioned above, as well as others 
who aided them, including the Hadassah organi- 
zation, have already received their true evaluation 
in the results of their efforts. In order to describe 
the spiritual niveau of the children that were 
transferred to Palestine and the nature of the 
training which they receive, I wish to relate the 
following incident. At the end of the first year’s 
stay of a group of children in one of the collective 
settlements they prepared a celebration to mark 
the occasion. The arrangements were all planned 
and carried out by the children themselves with 
excellent taste. Their experiences during that 
year were related by means of drawings and cari- 
catures. In the brightly illumined dining room of 
the kvutzah, where the celebration occurred, one 
of the immigrant children, a girl of 16, spoke: 

As I stand before you now to speak about this first 
anniversary of myself and my comrades, German youth 
who have been here a year, I ask myself: “Is this so 
important now, at a time when our brothers in different 
parts of the world are fighting for their lives, when 
others are expecting a terrible fate, when poverty and 
persecution and even worse are menacing the entire 
acy world, and when we fear the danger of a world 
war? . 

Each one of us feels this contrast; nevertheless the 
fact is real that we left the Diaspora and came to a new 
country which was foreign to us. This country under- 
took to educate us, to make us forget different influences 
which we had had in our former life and, most import- 
ant, to banish the influence of Hitler and the Nazi move- 
ment. At that time, we must admit, the influence of 
Hitlerism was upon us. 

There is not one intelligent man in the world who 
believes all the accusations made against us by Germany. 
They are impossible. But when a child hears all his 
life, day after day, that he and his brothers are bad and 
that they are all people of a lower class, is it sur- 
prising that inferiority complexes are developed? I 
myself, when I read in the “Stuermer’’ that the Jews 
(i. e. I) steal, are bandits, are speculators, are devils, and 
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so on, did not believe such things. But one question 
disturbed me: “‘Are these all lies? Some of it must be 
true... Perhaps there really :js an instinct for evil in my 
people; it is impossible that ali these: things should be 
invented”. All this impressed me and impressed the 
entire Jewish youth. 

Only here in Palestine could I liberate myself from 
the old complex. I am therefore very much afraid for 
the future of the youth who are staying in the Diaspora 
and have not known the meaning of liberty. 

Some of us did not even know what Jewish life was, 
or what Jewish companionship meant. We were taught 
in German schools, and the teachers made us feel that 
Jewish children were on a different level from the oth- 
ers. because the teachers were members of the Nazi 
party and had no interest in educating the Jewish chil- 
dren to create and to work. Not all of us had opportun- 
ities to be members of youth organizations. We had no 
opportunities to learn to live. Then one ray of sun- 
shine came to us—Palestine. We came here, and here 
also it was difficult for us in the beginning. All was 
new, foreign and hard. We had to learn the language, 
learn work which we did not know, be initiated into 
collective life. Suddenly we realized that we were not 
only individuals, that we could not do all that we want- 
ed to do, that all our doings were publicly criticised. 
I need not relate all the difficulties we found here; 
you know them as well as I do. 

Another point was the relationship between our- 
selves and the youth born here. We needed to sur- 
mount many difficulties, and we did. I shall talk no more 
of detail, but will say only this. We need to stay here 
another year. This will pass as quickly as the past one, 
and I can assure you that we will do our utmost to learn 
from you all that is possible. We will utilize every- 
thing, and will always remember you thankfully, not 
only by kind words, but by showing you that the “small 
children” who came to you a year ago are leaving you 
as fully developed, educated youth, fit for pioneer work. 


Palestine and Libya 


HE PRESENT Italian colony, Libya, is com- 

posed of two Arab-Moslem countries: Tripoli 
and Cyrenaica. In the first centuries after the 
great Arab invasion, these countries either formed 
an independent Arab principality or were attached 
to a neighboring Moslem state (mostly Tunis). 
Like Palestine, Libya fell under the Turkish rule 
early in the sixteenth century, but whereas Pales- 
tine never regained any form of independence or 
autonomy, Tripoli became virtually independent 
under Ahmed Pasha Caramanli in 1714. For 
more than a century Tripoli was to all intents and 
It fought wars 
(among them two not unsuccessful wars against 
the U. S. A.) and concluded treaties of peace. 
Even after the Turks regained control of ‘Tripoli 
and Cyrenaica (in 1835), these provinces, owing 
to their distance from the central government in 


purposes a sovereign Arab state. 
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Enchanted we listened to the girl. We were 
charmed by her perfect analysis of the position of 
Jewish youth in Germany; her free use of the ac- 
quired language. And what does this girl promise 
us °—‘‘That the ‘small children’ who came to you 
a year ago are leaving you as fully developed 
youth, fit for pioneer work.” 

Wasn't this our fervent hope? In all the 
branches of work and self-defense they have 
proved their ability and they offer still greater 
promise. 

When I visited a camp of refugee children in 
England during my recent visit in that country, I 
involuntarily made a mental comparison between 
the project in England and in Palestine. What is 
striven for in England? A humane attempt is 
made to save the children. They are scattered in 
private homes. Some of these are well-to-do, 
others are poor; some of the families are cultured, 
others are not; some children are housed with 
Jews, others with Gentiles. What will be the re- 
sults of this temporary hospitality for a year, or 
two, or three? The British government promises 
the public that these children will not remain in 
England, that they will not become. an additional 
burden on the employment market. Do Jewish 
communal leaders have any plans for the future of 
these children? No one knows. 

What do we try to do for the thousands of 
children that are taken to Palestine? The reader 
will find the answer to this question in the preced- 
ing paragraphs. 


® by E. Liebenstein 


Constantinople, remained to a very great extent 
autonomous. 

Libya was conquered by Italy from Turkey in 
1912; but most of the country was practically lost 
during the Great War when the Senussi and other 
rebels swept across the interior and confined the 
Italians to two or three ports. The colony was 
reconquered during the late twenties and early 
thirties. The second Italian conquest of Libya— 
this time not from the Turks, but from its indigen- 
ous inhabitants—was accompanied by rather cruel 
punishments. Many thousands of Nomads were 
slain; Moslem villages were erased from the face 
of the earth. Thousands of Libyan Arabs and 
Moslems fled from their homeland to the neigh- 
boring countries. There exist up to now consider- 
able Libyan emigre communities both in Egypt 
and in Tunis. 
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Although partly depopulated through the Ital- 
ian methods of pacification, Libya was still an al- 
most pure Arab and Moslem country until the last 
few years. Among its 800,000 inhabitants, the 
Europeans—almost exclusively Italians—number- 
ed no more than 20,000 in 1921. This was a 
much more impressive Arab majority than that in 
Palestine in the corresponding year. Even in 
1936, after twenty-five years of Italian rule and 
almost fifteen years of Italian colonization, the 
number of Italians did not exceed 60,000. 


In the subsequent year, however, the Italian 
Government, while expressing sympathy towards 
the Moslem and Arab cause throughout the world, 
started a comprehensive pian of effacing the 
Arab character of its own colony. After pro- 
claiming himself ‘Protector of Islam” in Tripoli, 
Mussolini returned home to work out an ambi- 
tious scheme for the rapid Italianization of that 


Moslem land. 


During the last two years a drastic program of 
alienation of native lands was followed by Italy. 
By a few strokes of the legislative pen some 200,- 
000 hectares were “nationalized” by the author- 
ities and were put at the disposal of Italian colon- 
ists.* This is an area larger than all the lands ac- 
quired by the Jews in Palestine since the beginning 
of their settlement in 1877. According to official 
Italian announcements, these huge blocks of land 
should be settled by 1940. 


It is noteworthy that while the Jews bought 
every acre by paying exorbitant prices, the Ital- 
ians took the land by legislative and administra- 
tive acts. The compensation sometimes afforded 
by them to the native land-holders could in no case 
be compared to that paid by the Jews in Palestine. 
And while the Jews mostly acquired the worst 
part of Palestine (Tel Aviv, the city of 150,000, 
was a group of sand dunes thirty years ago), the 
Italians helped themselves to the best lands of 
Libya. Almost all their new settlements were 
carved out of the coastal area, ‘the only one prop- 
erly suited for agriculture.” 

Until lately, Libya was a colony. Despite its 
absolute dependence on the- Imperial authorities 
and the utter lack of any form of self-government 
it still enjoyed a special status. In October 1938, 
the same time that the ‘Pan-Arab’” Congress 
in Cairo was in session, the Great Fascist Council 
abolished the special status of Libya. The colony 
was proclaimed an integral part of Italy and its 
four provinces became four districts of Italy. 
Field-Marshal Balbo, the Governor of Libya, 
proudly declared on October 28 that “from 





* The semi-official Italian monthly for Colonial affairs, Rivista della 
Colonie sums up the agrarian situation in Libya in the following manner: 
“Thus we have today assured to the Crown 757,840 hectares, of which 
203,000 are to be used for metropolitan colonization. This should be com- 
ared with the situation in 1922 when the Crown lands consisted of 9,313 
ectares and the area set aside for Italian colonization was 3,970. (uly, 
1938) 
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now on Libya will be Italian not only politically, 
but also in population.” 

The agrarian measures and the constitutional 
changes were followed in the last days of October 
by the shipping of 16,000 Italian peasants to 
Libya. According to official Italian announce- 
ments, 20,000 more will follow next year. The 
agricultural settlers are presented with ready 
buildings, live-stock, tools, and every possible ac- 
cessory. The settlement of every family costs ap-— 
proximately $10,000, a very generous expenditure 
which can be justified only on grounds of a far- 
reaching national policy. The agricultural settlers 
will be only the basis for a much greater non-agri- 
cultural Italian population. There can be little 
doubt that if this process continues, in a few years 
the statement of General Balbo will become stark 
reality. 

It is worth noting that while the German press 
was full of indignant protests against Jewish col- 
onization in Palestine, it sang paeans of praise to 
the Italianization of Libya. The Voelkischer 
Beobachter published long, enthusiastic articles 
about the successes of Italian colonists in Libya. 
The Frankfurter Zeitung of November 1, 
1938 in a leading article devoted to the departure 
of the Italian colonists, stresses the point that they 
are going to “their own country.” 


Besides the material and political differences be- 
tween the Zionist work in Palestine and the Italian 
scheme in Libya, there is a moral aspect which 
cannot be disregarded from an Arab standpoint. 
Whatever criticism may be levelled against the 
Jewish settlers in Palestine, it is impossible to 
deny that they are motivated by a sincere desire to 
establish relations of social equality between them- 
selves and the Arabs. There is no talk of 
racial superiority. Quite different is the spirit im- 
bibed by the future Italian colonists in Libya. In 
a booklet distributed among them by the author- 
ities, they are taught never to forget that “‘the 
Italian colonists represent the dominating race”; 
and they are urged to watch over the racial purity 
of their society and “never entering into relation- 
ships or familiar intimacy” with the Arabs. 

This spirit must ere long bear its natural fruit. 
They are likely to be, even from the standpoint of 
an extreme anti-Zionist Arab, much more unpalat- 
able than those of the Jewish National Home in 
Palestine. 

It is therefore strange that the denationaliza- 
tion of Libya, effected by the means and in the 
spirit outlined above, should have raised no reac- 
tion at all in those Pan-Arab circles which are so 
busy concentrating Arab and Moslem opinion up- 
on Palestine. It cannot be overlooked that their 
policy is parallel to that of the Italian and Ger- 
man press. They follow the big oriental search- 
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lights of the “Axis” propaganda, which are direct- 
ing their glaring and distorting light upon Pales- 
tine, while leaving the Italian colonial possessions 
in a pleasant twilight. 

The contradictory attitudes of certain ‘Pan- 


In Beduin Tents 


W* WENT calling; our “shomer” * with a 
rifle slung over his shoulder and a girdle 
of bullets around his waist—and I with a basket 
of fruit just plucked from the trees—bringing 
gifts. 

It was a year ago when we last wandered into 
this valley, a year which brought much change 
to the surroundings. A barbed-wire military fence 
has replaced the picturesque trellis vined with 
morning glories. The carefully tended garden by 
the well at the edge of the last grove is neglected 
—both by its former frequent town visitors and 
by the care of the gardener, for there were many 
months when one did not tend flowers in a firing 
line. The pump house itself, once white and 
smooth, was scarred by shots. The windows-were 
clamped with irons, to keep out bombs, and the 
defense sacks piled upon the roof oozed sand from 
bullet wounds. The well that brought water and 
life to the area had’ served well as a fort. Only 
the tents of the Beduins looked peaceful and there 
we made our way. 

Our arrival at the camp brought a cluster of 
dirty-faced children about us. Their appearance 
was as far from the romanticism of their parents 
as from the attractiveness of the youngsters in 
Tel Aviv. Heads peeped here and there from the 
folds of a tent. A woman with face intricately 
tatooed was nursing a baby. She covered her 
cheeks in modesty with the coins that were sus- 
pended from her headress, but continued uncon- 
sciously to nurse her child before us. When she 
saw us giving oranges to the children she went 
into her tent and returned to offer us an egg, 
freshly produced in the home of the camel, the 
donkey, the dog, the chickens, the twelve chil- 
dren, the two wives and the Sheikh himself. 

Considering its variable and numerous inha- 
bitants, the dwelling was not too appaling. Boughs 
of fir trees served as a mattress-bed, the skin 
of a jackal for a cover. A sack ingeniously sus- 
pended made the cradle of the newest one. A few 
rags lay in a corner, a pile of sticks for fuel and 
an enormous black kettle completed the furnish- 
ings of this abode. ' 

In the center of the camp a group of men were 
huddled in a circle. We approached and found 
them dividing the meat of a freshly slaughtered 


* Watchman. 
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Arab” circles towards the Arab cause in Palestine 
and that in Libya cannot be attributed to national 
or racial feeling alone. Other interests, besides 
pure Arab ones, are playing their role behind the 
scenes. 


®@ by Molly Lyons 


goat. The head of the animal, still bleeding and 
with staring eyes, lay upon a sack surrounded by 
its quartered flesh. Flies swarmed thickly on 
each piece of meat. The Sheikh rose to greet us. 
He extended one hand to us and the other reached 
into the mess of flesh and flies to give us an of- 
fering. We tried to explain that the meat was not 
kosher and he reluctantly placed it aside and 
ushered us into the tent of the guests. A mattress 
—a really comfortable one—was brought for us 
to sit upon, but before we had time to avail our- 
selves of it, still another one was carried in, of 
striped satin in gay colors. Then many cushions 
were brought and we were enthroned in comfort 
as the men squatted about in what seemed the 
most strained of poses. A fire was kindled in the 
pit and tea with sugar put to boil into a syrup. 
Barefooted boys ran into each tent to bring a 
handful of leaves or sweetening for this treat. 
Coffee beans were roasted over the fire, which, 
when browned, were placed into a carved wooden 
vessel which Mahmud at our side rhythmically 
rap-tap-tapped into dust. 

The old one of the tribe, swathed in a white 
robe, sat hunched about the fire smoking content- 
edly. He had known my companion for many 
years. How was he, and his horse? By the beard 
of Mohammed, she was a beautiful mare! And 
had she foaled yet? And who would take the 
fruit of her belly to the tribe of Hassan in the 
South—so that the mare shall at last be complete- 
ly purchased? 

He blew his nose into his kaffia, which aesthe- 
tically framed his face, and turned to the Sheikh 
who sat with the dignity of a prince beside his 
son, a lad of five with sick eyes. 

When the tea was ready, two small glasses 
were rinsed and filled with the thick tea which 
Abdullah has prepared and which he tasted be- 
fore us, a custom to prove that the cups contained 
no harm. We drank it, followed by the Sheikh 
and the elders who supped from our glasses—and 
so, each one in order of rank, to the last little 
boy in the group. The same procedure was fol- 
lowed when the coffee was served in little cups. 
The beverage was black and bitter but we had 
to drink of it twice—to drain the teaspoonful in 
the cup as if it were a gallon-full. Our “shomer” 
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explained that we were welcome guests, for the 
cups were not filled, a sign that more was to come 
so that we should not be satisfied with the first 
cup and go. The third cup was very sweet and we 
sipped it slowly and loudly to express our satisfac- 
tion at its excellence. But if the. first draughts 
lacked sweetness, the words spoken did not. ‘Tell 
the Madam not to go to Beersheba for they will 
devour her beauty to the bones...’”’ It rolled gen- 
erously and pleasantly from their tongues. 

We arose to go as the sun was setting. Fires 
were already lighting each tent and the silhouettes 
of the women folk strirring pots of stew on the 
ground made a scented picture. “You insult me 
if you depart without food”’ said the Sheikh, ‘‘soon 
the feast will be ready.”” We explained that dark- 
ness was descending and that my mother would 
worry. But he was firm “What matter if a wo- 
man worry?’ We must wait and dine. It was 
impossible to break away even though we promis- 
ed to come again. Then my escort said. “Her 
father, the elder of the house, commanded her to 
return before the stars were out.” One is obedient 
to a father. We were released from further pleas. 

The Sheikh accompanied us to the main road. 
He seemed somewhat depressed now and talked 
about things that lay upon his mind. The tribe 
was a poor one, much poorer than in the early 
days. Three years ago there was work among 
the Jews at this season. One sold one’s produce 
and there was money, much money, sometimes a 
family had as much as $70.00 in a year. But now 
bad times had fallen upon his tribe. Since the 
troubles there was neither help from Jews or 
Arabs. In Tulkarm he said, the rich had made a 


iaw. They used to sell manure to the groves in 


My Nazi Students 


OMETIMES RUDOLPH comes back to see 

me. He is a well-set up, nice-looking boy, the 
kind that is called clean-cut. A woman would be 
glad to have him for a son, and a girl, for a sweet- 
heart. He had been a thorough, capable student 
in my high school English class and I have always 
been fond of him. The last time he visited me was 
after the summer vacation. I had not seen him 
for nearly a year and he had much to tell me. He 
was still washing dishes during the day in a cafe- 
teria and taking courses at night—he was going to 
be an engineer—and, as he spoke, I felt again the 
industry, the unspectacular energy of the nineteen 
year old youth before me. And then his eyes lit 
up; he had been to Germany during the summer. 
His family had gone back for a visit to the “Hei- 
mat’’ and had taken him along. 
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the Sharon plain, but now they were forbidden to 
take it from the vicinity and so they must sell to 
the Arabs, if they wanted to buy, and for the 
price they wished to pay. And the prices were 
poor. 

“La, la, it was not good.” They were being 
told stories too. But the Jews had never harmed 
them. If Jews came there would be work again. 


Work for everybody. And sport too. Races in 
Jaffa. 


Yes, the races—they were in the good times. 
$70.00 in a year—and he had even heard that 
Jewish workers said it was not enough for the 
Arab workers. Was it true that Jewish workers 
were strong and did not have to listen to their 
“effendis’? And what would the Arab effendi 
say to that?—the effendi who was even angry at 
the Jewish grower because he paid Arab workers 
thirteen piasters (65c.) a day? 

I glanced at my Jewish companion who had 
won many trophies at the Jaffa races. He was 
certainly thinking of the “good days” too. How 
swift the legs of his mare could carry her as 
crowds in Jaffa cheered! And he had seen these 
sons of the sand, diseased and hungry, then 
prospering in their own limited way. And now 
again, the old story... 


I walked between them as they talked, holding 
the hand of the child with sick eyes, and thinking 
of the clinic in the Jewish village where this little 
one could be spared from possible blindness— 
could be spared, if there was not the paradox of 
two friends in Palestine, a ‘“‘shomer’’ and a 
Sheikh, strolling together, one carrying a gun, one 
a knife, to guard each from the other. 


@ by Marie Syrkin 


How did he like it? Well, he wouldn’t like to 
live there permanently. No American boy would 
get used to the regimentation, but Hitler was do- 
ing wonders. Where would Germany be without 
him? Democracy was fine for the United States, 
but Germany needed a leader. 

I listened silently. I wanted to know how an 
intelligent German boy, born in the United States, 
educated in an American school, felt about a dicta- 
torship. And I was finding out. 

There was something else I wanted to find out 
—something that hung unspoken between us. 

“Rudolph,” I said, “tell me honestly. What do 
you think of Hitler’s treatment of the Jews?” 

He flushed. He had hoped that I wouldn’t ask, 
that I would be tactful, but he was too genuine to 
put me off with an easy answer. 
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“You see,” he said, and his grey eyes seemed 
troubled, “it’s what Germany needs. The Jews 
wouldn’t fit in; they are too individualistic.” He 
was trying to spare me. I knew how much was 
implied in that “individualistic.” And then he 
added with pride—this was before November— 
“Nobody does them any harm. You can’t touch 
a hair on a Jew’s head.” He was feeling more 
confident now, remembering the untouched hair, 
and he looked at me kindly, with friendliness.” 


“The Jews have such strong individualities. It’s 
really better for them to leave Germany. It’s bet- 
ter all around—better for them and better for 


” 


us. 

Long after he left, I thought of my decent, sen- 
sible Rudolph saying gently: 

“It’s better all around—better for them and 
better for us.” 

Not all my German pupils are like Rudolph. 
There are Carl and Hilda, for instance, who are 
in my English class this term. They sit near each 
other—Bund-companions—and confer at every 
opportunity. They made their allegiance clear at 
once. We discuss current events once a week. 
The class as a whole is more excited by football 
than by international affairs, but Karl proved an 
exception. As soon as his turn to speak came, he 
launched into a defense of Hitler in particular, 
and dictatorships in general. It was the usual 
thing, spawned in Yorkville, and hardly requires 
repeating. Carl is a loyal Nazi, a true believer. 
He really doesn’t enjoy his speech-making, but he 
feels that it is his duty to enlighten his classmates 
who have been misled by Jewish propaganda. 
He would rather talk about boats—his hobby— 
but he has a cause to which he is faithful. Hilda 
is different. She is more aggressive, quick to leap 
into the breach if Carl has answered some other 
student’s question lamely. The class as a whole is 
apathetic. Most of the pupils are far less vehe- 
ment democrats than these two are fascists. If 
Carl and Hilda like Hitler, why not? This is a 
free country, and who cares? Anyhow, every- 
thing, fact or fancy, is “propaganda.” That is 
the general sentiment. 

Most of the time we don’t discuss politics. 
There are essays and poetry and compositions. 
Hilda is bright, one of the brightest in the class, 

quick to observe fallacies in reasoning, intelligent 
in understanding motivation of character, sensitive 
to words, some words in particular. If “‘democ- 
racy,” or “freedom of the press,” or “trial by 
jury,” or “tolerance” is mentioned, she tosses her 
head in a peculiar emphatic way she has, and turns 
to Carl; both smile scornfully in secret under- 
standing: they are not taken in. I am always 
amazed at the immediacy of the reaction. The 
mention of “democracy” is as strong an irritant to 








Hilda as a scrawled swastika on the blackboard is 
to me. 

When the November outrages broke out in 
Germany, I wondered about Carl and Hilda. 
Was the general indignation too intense for them 
to escape? Had they been reached at last? 

We were on fairly good terms and I had no 
reason to believe that they disliked me personally. 
One morning before class I walked over to them. 

“Look,” I said, “‘let’s talk off the record. Tell 
me what you really think about these doings in 
Germany.” 

Karl stammers when he is embarrassed, and he 
stammered this time: “I don’t believe that Hitler 
is doing this; it’s propaganda.” 

“Well,” I said, “‘Let’s assume the newspapers 
are telling the truth, what then?” 

Carl took up the challenge: “If he’s really do- 
ing this, it’s wrong but,” and the devotion to the 
leader was victorious, “but he must have some 
reason.” 

I turned to Hilda. She has blue eyes and blond 
hair—a rather pretty face. If she were slighter, 
she might look like the conventional German 
Gretchen, but her figure is a bit heavy for an adol- 
escent. There is power in that body. 

She is a woman, I think, and she is grieved. 
Surely the day’s events have broken through the 
barricade of Nazi speeches behind which she 
hides. I speak to her plainly and graphically. 

“Hilda,” I say, “Imagine that I were in Ger- 
many. Do you think that being a Jewess, I should 
be beaten and robbed? Would you beat me?” 

Hilda looks at me coolly and her eyes gleam: 
“If I am stronger, why not?” 

She sees that I am startled, so she repeats with 
a note of triumph: ‘“‘That’s the law of nature. If 
I am stronger, why not?” 

The bell rang and I walked back to my desk. I 
understood at last those German housewives who 
stood on the sidewalks’ watching the carnage, and, 
with forethought, occasionally snatched a “pres- 
ent” for Christmas. 

And then, of course, I have still another kind 
of student from Naziland. Not all Jewish refugee 
children are attractive—some are distinctly the 
reverse—but Paul looks as though he might make 
a modest living posing for a seraph, if such 
models are still in demand. He has a delicate pale 
little face, with luminous grey eyes and an en- 
chanting smile. I saw him for the first time in a 
room where language examinations were being 
given; it wasn’t going so well. Occasionally I had 
to go over to him and give him fresh paper for 
which he asked in the precise, labored English of a 
child who has studied the language in school. 
Finally he was through. He handed in the French 
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paper with a sigh of relief. Then he turned to 
me joyously: ‘Now I will take the German test.’ 

I went back for the examination. It was the 
highest term of German given in high school— 
an easy way for a foreign student to get the 
language credits towards graduation. I handed 
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him the paper with curiosity. How does a refugee 
child feel face to face with the language of his 
torture ? 

He looked at the familiar words lovingly: “In 
this,” he said, “In this I will get one hundred,” 
and his face was radiant. 


Letter From Palestine 


OU HAVE to wait endlessly in the Post Of- 

fice these days if you want to send a telegram. 
The line is long and the telegrams almost without 
exception addressed to somewhere in Germany or 
Austria. For though the tragic events in Ger- 
many have stunned the whole world, they can 
hardly have had such direct and personal reper- 
cussions in such concentrated form anywhere else. 
The forty thousand German Jews in Palestine are 
practically all very recent immigrants, still closely 
linked to Germany and to their relatives there; a 
large proportion of them, furthermore, consists of 
young people and adolescent boys and girls who 
have left their entire families behind. The move- 
ment for the adoption of ten thousand German 
children—if the Government will permit them to 
enter the country—has become so strong that it is 
in the forefront of public consciousness, claiming 
precedence even over the political developments 
of the last few weeks. 

In the meantime, economic conditions in the 
country seem definitely to be improving. The 
orange season has begun and more than fifteen 
hundred unemployed city workers have already 
been transferred to settlements in the citrus belt to 
help meet the unprecedentedly large demand for 
Jewish workers. That is only the beginning of a 
process of transfer which will go far towards wip- 
ing out unemployment during the entire winter 
and spring. Naturally, not all workers can be 
easily shifted about and those who are of more 
advanced age or have families will have to remain 
in the cities. The hardest hit of them all belong 
to precisely the group which was formerly the 
aristocrat of the labor market—workers in the 
building trades, and since next to no privately fin- 
anced building has been going on all year the situ- 
ation among them would have been utterly hope- 
less if not for a development of great interest, the 
remarkable growth of the Labor Federation’s 
contracting agency, Solel Boneh (in literal transla- 
tion ‘‘Paver-Builder”), and its affiliated city con- 
tracting offices. 

The story of Solel Boneh from the hazardous 
beginnings of eighteen years ago to the vast scope 
of over $5,000,000 of contracts in 1937- 





® by Shulamith Schwartz 


1938, is an extremely significant chapter in the 
social and economic development of Jewish Pales- 
tine. I have seen an old man with a long back- 
ground of Zionist endeavor in Russia and Argen- 
tina cry with Joy as he watched Jewish workers 
pave a street in Tel Aviv, and the fact that what 
seemed a miracle to him is commonplace to his 
Palestinian granddaughter is, in very simplified 
form, the measure of Solel Boneh’s main achieve- 
ment. The first houses in Tel Aviv thirty years 
ago were built by Arabs—there were no Jews who 
could do the work. There were Jewish carpenters 
and perhaps painters in Europe but no workers in 
stone, concrete or bricks, no road-builders, no 
quarrymen. Solel Boneh trained them, thousands 
of them, and made them highly skilled laborers. 
In 1920 with the coming of the first groups of 
post-war pioneers, it was organized by the then 
tiny, purely agricultural Labor Federation, and 
the first work it undertook was the laying of a 
road along the Sea of Galilee for the military gov- 
ernment of the country. The young men and 
women who carried out the work—quite success- 
fully, as it turned out—had never done anything 
of the sort before and there were no instructors to 
teach them. Somehow—with the help of engin- 
eers, the memories of those who had once observ- 
ed something similar, and the ability of the out- 
standingly mechanical-minded among them—they 
managed. In 1921 the same combination of re- 
sources taught them to build houses in Tel Aviv. 
The first few roofs showed an unfortunate ten- 
dency to cave in, but by 1922 they were putting up 
whole blocks of houses all over the country as ef- 
hciently as if building were a traditional Jewish 
occupation. At the same time quarrying began in 
the stony hills of Beth Ha-Kerem near Jerusalem 
and in the mountains near Kfar Giladi where ex- 
cellent marble was found. 
ceeding as a huge vocational school, but its initial 
capital was most inadequate and its administrators 
inexperienced. In the general crisis of 1925-1926 
the people for whom it was building houses on 
credit failed and it suffered a severe set-back 
which led to many gloomy prophecies about the 
hopelessness of Labor contracting. 


Solel’ Boneh was suc- 
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Reconstituted in 1927, with its period of ap- 
prenticeship and groping adjustment ended, Solel 
Boneh has become the largest and most successful 
contractor in the country, employing thousands of 
workers and carrying out over $25,000,000 worth 
of work in the ten years from 1927 to 1937. Itis 
hardly dependent on credit since its own capital 
amounts to more than a million dollars. It is so 
highly mechanized, its workers so skilled and its 
staff so devoted that it has been able to outbid pri- 
vate Jewish firms on such large projects as the 
Rutenberg Electric Power Plant and the municipal 
aerodrome in Tel Aviv, as well as at the Tel Aviv 
harbor where it works in conjunction with an in- 
dividual expert. Besides—and that is considerab- 
ly more of a feat—it has gotten a great deal of 
work outside of the Jewish economy despite the 
fact that the Arab labor employed by its non-Jew- 
ish competitors is so cheap. It has built the new 
road from Haifa to Tel Aviv and many other 
local roads undertaken by the Government since 
the beginning of the riots; the large building put 
up by Barclay’s Bank in Haifa and the 200,000£P 
Government Hospital in the same city; army 
camps in Natanya and Sarafend and a long list of 
other military projects, including even work the 
High Army Command asked it to do in Cyprus 
and Egypt. In this connection, special mention 
must, of course, be made of that extraordinary 
barbed wire fence with international implications, 
the Tegart wall, built along the length of the Syr- 
ian border to keep terrorist bands and arms from 
being smuggled into Palestine. 

These facts and figures represent far more than 
material success due to intelligence, good organiza- 
tion and the surprising capacity for becoming good 
workers Jews have shown in Palestine. Solel 
Boneh’s real function is of much more fundamen- 
tal and pioneering importance. It is concerned 
primarily with broadening the base of Palestinian 
Jewish economy by opening more and more fields 
of work for Jews, and thus strengthening the en- 
tire structure, combatting unemployment and mak- 
ing room for increasingly larger numbers of immi- 
grants. Without it Jews would not only have not 
become skilled masons but also would never have 
been able to enter the field of Government public 
works—paving roads, putting up public buildings, 
working in Government-controlled Haifa harbor. 
For years Jews received almost no Government 
contracts though they paid the greater part of the 
taxes collected in the country and grew to be a 
third of the entire population. Unorganized labor 
was so much cheaper that all claims for just repre- 
sentation of the Jewish population in public works 
failed to be heard. Only a great, non-profit seek- 
ing contractor, drawing its strength from an entire, 
organized labor community, could make its way 
into this closed and tremendously important sector 
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of Palestinian economy without lowering the Jew- 
ish worker’s wage scale. Losses in one undertak- 
ing are balanced by profits in another, and a long- 
range view of the economic and national signific- 
ance implicit in each project takes the place of the 
private contractor’s concern with the immediate 
present. Thus after seventeen years of fruitless 
attempts to introduce Jewish porters into Haifa 
harbor, Solel Boneh managed to secure work for 
several hundred porters—still a small percentage 
of the total. It spent 3,000£P on equipment to 
make the primitive conditions in the port bearable 
for inexperienced Jewish boys (there are only 
twenty trained Salonikans among them) who must 
learn to lift loads of three to four hundred pounds 
on their backs. Up to now Solel Boneh has been 
losing on the experiment, but those several hun- 
dred Jewish porters who have learned to work 
with outstanding success, are an invaluable invest- 
ment—a foothold in the port at last. 

Underlying the story of Solel Boneh’s most dar- 
ing and spectacular achievement, the building of 
the Tegart Wall, are precisely the same motives 
—the desire to extend the boundaries of Palestin- 
ian Jewish economy, to penetrate further and fur- 
ther into Government work, to give employment 
to as many Jewish laborers as possible. Even 
Solel Boneh hesitated at first. How were a thou- 
sand workers to live in wild, unknown territory 
full of terrorist bands? Where were food and 
water to come from? How would the camp keep 
in touch with the outside world and be protected 
from attacks which Government circles optimistic- 
ally prophesied would kill half the workers before 
the Wall was finished? It took the enthusiasm of 
Tegart himself and his great faith in the efficacy 
of the Wall as a defense measure, to conquer Solel 
Boneh’s doubts—‘‘It was right, after all, that 
Jews should do the work on a project that would 
be so helpful in restoring security to the country.” 
Its decision taken, Solel Boneh girded itself to 
meet the severest test its organizing ability had 
ever been confronted with. For two months, while 
the Government was still not sure whether or not 
to build the Wall, Solel Boneh made all necessary 
preparations. It built a sample bit of fence—hun- 
dreds of meters of impenetrable, criss-crossed 
wire to every meter of length—which the military 
experts at once approved. It sent representatives 
abroad to find out whether it would be possible to 
get materials when necessary, and it took pains to 
see how great a part of them could be produced 
in the country. It sent Jewish defense experts and 
veteran Galilean settlers to study the section 
where the Wall would have to be built—every 
mountain, valley and village in it. It arranged 
with the Workers’ Sick Fund to send doctors, a 
nurse and complete medical equipment, and with 


the Workers’ Kitchen in Haifa to send food daily 
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by truck—hours of driving up dangerous moun- 
tain roads. When the Government gave the 
order to begin, everything was ready—tents and 
materials, two hundred Jewish constables to pro- 
tect the camp, and almost a thousand workers re- 
cruited from all over the country and, incidentally, 
representing a great relief to the labor market. 
Systematically attacked night after night by a 
band of hundreds of terrorists, living under 
strange and trying conditions, and working daily 
in a long line stretching over miles of open and 
desolate country, Solel Boneh’s workers finished 
the Wall on precisely the date set and with com- 
plete technical success. There were only two 
deaths, for the Jewish defense staff showed extra- 
ordinary ability. An internal telephone system 
connected the men ‘at work with the camp head- 
quaters, and the contact with Haifa conducted by 
radio, was never broken in all the four months. 
Each day’s labor plans had to be approved the 
night before by the defense staff whose word was 
final. And for all the danger, the military atmos- 
phere and the exhausting labor, almost a hundred 
workers wrote sketches and even poems, now col- 
lected in an extremely interesting scrapbook and 
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invariably filled with admiration for the magnifi- 
cent mountain scenery, regret that the Wall in 
places trespassed on Arab villagers’ crops, and 
hope that “we will come back some day to plant 
life in this wilderness, to cover the bald mountains 
with green and the bare rocks with forests.”’ 

The Wall has been followed by other undertak- 
ings of quite as extraordinary a character. Solel 
Boneh undertook several months ago to build bar- 
racks and stables for the Army in twenty-six differ- 
ent places from Gaza in the extreme south to the 
Syrian border. All twenty-six are in purely Arab 
territory, including a large number in the moun- 
tainous, terrorist-ridden Nablus-Jenin-Tulkarm 
“Triangle.” Arab contractors were afraid to 
send workers to such dangerous spots but Solel 
Boneh’s men have gone out, as to the building of 
the Wall, accompanied in each case by a Kupat 
Cholim physician and Jewish constables. The 
quiet heroism of work carried out under condi- 
tions of this sort must surely be considered not the 
least of those remarkable manifestations of cour- 
age, level-headédness, and deep-rooted vitality 
called out in Palestinian Jewry by these turbulent 
times. 


BOOKS 








MR. ANTONIUS' CASE 


® by J. Silman 


“The Arab Awakening” by George Antonius, which was 
published in London several weeks ago, will be released to 
American readers by the J]. B. Lippincott Co. of Philadel- 
phia some time in February. Because of the importance of 
the subject with which this book deals and the great interest 
attached to the Arab-Jewish question, we offer our readers 
the following penetrating analysis of this volume that ap- 
peared in the "Palestine Review,” published in Jerusalem. 


THE EDITORS 


THE ARAB AWAKENING, by George Antonius, Ham- 
ish Hamilton, London. ‘ 


HILIP GRAVES once said that the Arab’s efforts at 

propaganda are weakened by a remarkable contempt 

for the intelligence of those whom he would convert. This 
book fully justifies that assertion. 

The author has a great deal to say on the McMahon- 

Hussein negotiations. He quotes the eight notes which 


passed between McMahon and Hussein and dogmatically . 
‘concludes that Palestine was not one of the portions of 


territory reserved by the British, in spite of Sir Henry 
McMahon's famous letter published in the Times on July 
23, 1937. This letter which Mr. Antonius conveniently 
omits altogether read: “I feel it my duty to state and I 
do so definitely and emphatically that it was not intended 
by me in giving this pledge to King Hussein to include 
Palestine in the area in which Arab independence was 
promised. I also had every reason to believe at the time 





that the fact that Palestine was not included in my pledge 
was well understood by King Hussein.” 

But that is not all. What are we to make of such state- 
ments as: “they (the British government) saw that Zion- 
ist colonization involved the actual wiping out of villages 
and eviction of their peasantry . . . that the peasants were 
defenceless against the process of dispossession” and, “‘it is 
an undeniable fact (my italics—J.S.), and one that is 
generally overlooked, that, save for the enrichment of a 
number of landowners and middlemen, the economic posi- 
tion of the Arab population as a whole, and more par- 
ticularly that of the villages, is scracely better or worse 
than it has been for generations.” Let us compare the 
Royal Commission Report on this subject: “The Fellahin 
are on the whole better off than they were in 1920”, and, 
“broadly speaking, the Arabs have shared to a consider- 
able degree in the material benefits which Jewish im- 
migration has brought to Palestine.” (p.—130) The Com- 
mission also dealt effectively with the “bogey” of dispos- 
sessed Arabs. It bases its picture of the Arab cultivator 
benefitting from higher wages, improvement of the stand- 
ard of living and beneficial public works, on facts and 
figures. If Mr. Antonius disputes their data, let him quote 
others. Even the Partition Commission fully endorsed the 
view now accepted in all responsible circles that the inflow 
of Jewish immigration and capital coupled with the policy 
of upbuilding and development, so far from harming the 
material position of the Arabs, has led to an appreciatable 
improvement in their condition. 

The author complains that the Arab case is never heard 
whereas Jewish influence enables the Zionists to sway 
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opinion in their favor in the world at large, but specifically 
at Geneva. But the Arab cause is sponsored most energet- 
ically at Geneva by such states as Iraq, Egypt and Iran. As 
for Parliament and British public opinion, the Arabs have 
their supporters, but the paucity of their number should 
not be atttributed to Jewish influence. It is the unreliabil- 
ity of Arab propaganda, such as the assertions in this book, 
which condemns it. 

The author continues: “Even today (autumn, 1938), in 
spite of the animosity aroused by the conflict in Palestine, 
the treatment of Jewish minorities in the surrounding Arab 
countries continues to be not less friendly and humane than 
in England or the U. S. and is in some ways a good deal 
more tolerant.’” This by no means applies to Yemen, Iraq 
or Syria. A meath ago the Jewish agency received from a 
Damascus Committee a telegram threatening the Jews in the 
East with ‘the worst calamities” if the Zionists continue 
their work. 

Mr. Antonius also tries to show that it is the Arab peas- 
antry and workers who are today leading the terrorist cam- 
paign in Palestine—‘The moving spirits in the revolt are 
not the nationalist leaders, most of whom are now in exile, 
but men of the working and agricultural classes who are 
risking their lives in what they believe to be the only way 
left to them of saving their homes and villages.’ He con- 
veniently ignores the fact that on numerous occasions these 
“peasants and laborers” have themselves resisted by force 
the attacks of the terrorists; that scores of them have fallen 
victims to the terrorists either because they refused to con- 
tribute in cash or person or because they opposed their rule; 
that village has been set against village and Arab against 
Arab, in what is one of the bloodiest pages in inter-Arab 
relations; that the very leader of the Arab Labor Federation 
was shot down in Jaffa by Arab terrorists; that Arab labor- 
ers who participated together with Jewish laborers in the 
May Day celebrations were threatened with death and shot 
at; that 133 Arabs of all types have been murdered by “the 
rebels” since 1936 for refusing to support them while many 
others have been assaulted and wounded. The terror 
against the Arabs—whether peasant or laborer, mukhtar or 
party leader, notable or municipal councillor—is even more 
intensive than the terror against the Jews and the British. 

The author quotes documents but overlooks the most vital 
passages. He gives the British declaration to the Seven 
Arabs (June 16, 1918), but ignores the concluding sen- 
tence which contains an overriding provision: “They (H. 
M. Government) are ready to consider any scheme of co- 
operation which does not conflict with the military opera- 
tions in hand or with the political principles proclaimed by 
H. M. Government and their allies.’” This clause was ob- 
viously inserted in view of Britain’s Palestine and Syrian 
committments and it is quite in conformity with the reser- 
vations made during the McMahon-Hussein negotiations, 
with the Sykes-Picot agreement and with the Balfour 
Declaration. 

As for his account of the part played by the Arabs in the 
war—Mr. Antonius ‘gives the reader the impression that the 
Arabs won the war in the East. He seems to forget the 
British and, of course, does not even mention the Jewish 
battalions which Allenby, however, saw fit to praise in his 
dispatch of October 31, 1918. He talks very glibly about 
the participation of the Palestinian Arabs in the war. This 
is what the Royal Commission says on this point: ‘The 
Arabs of Palestine did not rise against the Turks, and, 
while some Palestinian conscripts deserted, others continued 
fighting in the Turkish Army.” ‘Most annoying to anyone 
who has served with the British and Sherifian Arab forces 
in the Palestine campaign who knows something of the his- 
tory of the campaign,” wrote Graves in his Land of Three 
Faiths, “are the pretensions of the Arabs of Palestine to 
have rendered important military services to the Allies in 
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the Great War . . . the Palestinians confined themselves to 
deserting in large numbers to the British, who fed and 
clothed and paid for the maintenance of many thousands 
such prisoners of war, few indeed of whom could be in- 
duced to obtain their liberty by serving in the Sherifian 
army,” and “The Arabs of Syria and Palestine remained 
passive or aided the Turks.’ Indeed, the official histories 
of the campaign stressed the treachery of the Palestine 
Arabs. Moore (The Mounted Riflemen in Sinai and Pales- 
tine) describes them as “ready to do anything for material 
gain, a little loot, or baksheesh, and were on many occasions 
susepcted of carrying information.” 

Mr. Antonius winds up what is an astonishing display of 
superficial and misleading pamphleteering by saying that 
the only solution to the Palestine question is the setting up 
of an Arab state with Jewish minority status. A better case 
will have to be made out to gain serious attention for that 


proposal. 


A REVISIONIST ACCOUNT 


THE RAPE OF PALESTINE, by William B. Ziff, Long- 
mans, Green and Company, 1938, 610 & XIV pp., 
$3.50. 

HE RAPE OF PALESTINE is in the true tradition of 
Jabotinsky and of Revisionism. ‘ It is dramatically 
titled, vividly written, and has been given a great deal of 
publicity. It may even prove a “‘revelation” to some 

American liberals whose acquaintance with Zionism has 

been of the slightest, and who have regarded it with a 

certain amount of distrust hitherto, because they had 

heard it somewhere described as a “tool of British im- 

perialism.” 

To anyone even superficially acquainted with the facts, it 
is immediately obvious that this book is a piece of special 
pleading. Mr. Ziff’s interest in facts and his memory of 
them are an apparatus which operates with miraculous pre- 
cision in coloring events to produce exactly the proper 
illusion. Men are never mentioned in Ziff’s book without 
adjectives to describe them. Those whom he likes are 
introduced as “handsome”, ‘“‘dashing’’, “impassioned”, 
“stalwart”. The others are described as at least unimpres- 
sive, dull, stodgy, when they are not pictured as “leering”, 
“misshapen”, and “‘pinch-faced’”. Not only does Ziff use 
color and shade to build up an argument out of chiaros- 
curo effects but he is skilled in grouping facts towards 
misleading conclusions and in omitting reference to any- 
thing inconsistent with his thesis. Sometimes the reason 
for such a distortion is trivial and somewhat obscure. It 
is hard to see, for instance, just what Ziff gains by mak- 
ing it appear that the death of Trumpeldor occurred as 
an incident in the rioting of Palestinian Arabs in April, 
1920. More serious, however, are the lapses of his 
memory and the /acunae in his information in those mat- 
ters which are crucial in his argument. He wishes us to 
believe that the interpretation of the Balfour Declaration 
was unambiguous, and unanimously accepted by Arabs, 
Americans, and British in the early days. This view is 
made to stand up by conveniently forgetting to mention a 
good deal of what was reported by the American Crane 
Commission which was sent to Palestine after the War, 
and neglecting to comment upon the analysis of the Bal- 
four Declaration and its history made by the “impractical” 
Achad Ha’am in his final introduction to his collected 
works. 

Mr. Ziff’s view is simple. Palestine has been raped, or 
in other words the Balfour Declaration has been violated, 
by a group of anti-Semitic British officials. Every obstacle 
to the realization of Zionism, and particularly and speci- 
fically the Arab uprising, have been the handiwork of these 
ruthless saboteurs. What has been accomplished in Pales- 
tine for Jews, Arabs, and all other inhabitants of Pales- 
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tine alike has been the achievement of the indomitable 
Jewish pioneers. That so little has been accomplished is 
partly the fault of the naive and inexperienced and in- 
feriority be--complexed Zionist leadership and their craven 
and unnecessary complaisance towards the piracies of anti- 
Semitic Britons. 

Mr. Ziff has committed himself to the extreme posi- 
tion that the English government is and forever will re- 
main unalterably and unconditionally anti-Semitic. He 
rates it as Jabotinsky’s great mistake not to have realized 
this. He is therefore obliged to tell us which Power or 
what combination of Powers can serve as a more reliable 
warden of Balfour’s trust, or to point out some alternative 
way for successfully building up the National Home of 
the Jews. What he has written in his last few chapters 
shows little confidence in his ability to find such a sub- 
stitute. His final suggestion seems to be that we seek a 
hero’s death amid the mangled remains of our oppressors 
like Samson among the Philistines. Before Samson de- 
cided upon this measure he was shorn of his hair, im- 
prisoned, blinded, and brought forth to make sport before 
his enemies. A movement which has created more than 
thirty agricultural settlements in the last thirty-three months 
and has brought into Palestine over 45,000 people in that 
time of constant attack, has not yet been a to Sam- 
son’s plight, even upon the most pessimistic accounting. 

Nevertheless Ziff’s book has made available to the 
reading public the story of ill-will, obstruction, and mis- 
management of the Palestine mandate which has hitherto 
been buried under the heavy verbiage of the Jewish 
Agency's petitions to the League of Nations, memoranda 
to the Palestine Government, and testimony before Royal 
Commissions. Communists, at least, will now be able to 
document their offensive against the British Empire on 
the Palestine front from their newly acquired vantage 
point on the Zionist side. 


A WANDERER RETURNS 


GOING HOME. By Ernst Harthern. 
Bobbs-Merrill Company. 


RNST HARTHERN in “Going Home” records the 

impressions of a wandering Jew returning to Palestine 
after years of exile. That his people had been in Germany 
for four and a half centuries and that he and his family 
had lived in Scandinavia for twenty years immediately pre- 
ceding his pilgrimage are insignificant events in the two 
thousand years of Jewish history. Going home was to be 
for him a real return to the mainsprings of his spiritual 
life, which had remained obscured during the years of 
assimilation. 

For Ernst Harthern belongs to that group of Jews who 
suffer from being no longer able to recognize themselves, 
from a constant longing to be different from what they are. 
“I realized ,” he writes, ‘that we ‘assimilated Jews’ did not 
know where we stood, and that we had been pining in vain 
through two thousand years.’’ On the train in Norway, an 
encounter with a bearded, Jewish-looking old man inspires 
an antagonism in Harthern, who has built up the usual de- 
fenses against East European Jews. Paradoxically enough, 
the fellow turns out to be a converted Evangelical preacher. 

The impressions of Palestine are cloaked in a mist of 
semi-tropical colors and sounds and smells. Through this 
mist move characters of universal-human interest—Moshe 
Zadik, of the firm of Zadik Brothers, Tel Aviv-London, 
who imparts bits of information about Palestine’s economic 
life; Herr Neuman, the disillusioned German lawyer, who 
finds his only consolation for an unhappy life in the com- 
panionship of his dog; Herzahaw, alias Goldberg, who 
composes beautiful Palestinian songs; Kolbe, an ex-Ger- 
man journalist, who runs a cafe. And there are many 
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others. Their return to Palestine is pictured not as the 
achievement of supreme happiness, but rather as a tempor- 
ary means of reviving hope in the future. 

Ernst Harthern’s “Going Home” is a relief from many 
of the writings of travel reminiscences about Palestine. 
Today we may read a despairing account of the intolerable 
tension existing in Palestine because of the Arab-Jewish 
situation, while yesterday we have been treated to an over- 
whelmingly optimistic solution of the same situation. 
“Going Home” avoids both of these extremes. On the 
one hand it is permeated by a spirit of hope; and on the 
other hand it throws light on the complexities of Palestine 
and its people. 

ALICE GARBER 


BOOKS RECEIVED 


CRISIS AND DECISION by Solomon Goldman. Harper 
Brothers. $2. A guide to Jewish problems of yester- 
day, today and tomorrow by the president of the Zionist 
Organization of America. 


PITY THE PERSECUTOR by Julius Gordon. Richard R. 
Smith, publisher. New York. $2. Germany shown as 
the victim behind the victims of her intolerance. 


“SEPHER TOUROFF” (Hebrew). Published by the 
Hebrew Teachers College of Boston on the occasion of 
the sixtieth anniversary of the Hebrew educator, Nissan 
Touroff. Contains autobiographical notes and biogra- 
phical evaluations, bibliography, essays and fiction. 





AN ANCIENT PROPHECY 
(With Modern Implications) 


How art thou cut down to the ground, 

Which didst weaken the nations! 

For thou hast said in thy heart, “I will ascend into heaven... 

I will ascend above the heights of the clouds; 

I will be like the most High.” 

Yet thou shalt be brought down to hell, 

To the sides of the pit. 

They that see thee shall narrowly look upon thee, 

And consider thee, saying, 

“Is this the man that made the earth tremble, 

That did shake kingdoms; 

That made the world as a wilderness, and destroyed the 
Cities, thereof ; 

That opened not the house of his prisoners?” 

All the kings of the nations, even all of them, lie in glory, 

Every one in his own house. 

But thou art cast out of thy grave 

Like an abominable branch .. . 

As a carcass trodden under feet. . . 

Because thou hast destroyed thy land 

And slain thy people. 

The seed of evil doers shall never be renowned. 


ISAIAH XIV. 











Correspondence 








Sir: 

My attention has been directed toward the splendid 
editorial in the December JEWisH FRONTIER. It is indeed 
gratifying to see an influential Jewish organ acknowledging 
the serious Negro problem in the United States. 

The Jew must realize he can only save himself and his 
children from the menace of racial hatred in America by co- 
operating with the Negro. I am sorry to state that the Heb- 
rew vernacular newspapers seem entirely oblivious to this 
grave question. They seem to be so deep in the forest they 
cannot see the trees. 

I am a Jew and yet I say, there are too many Jews who 
discriminate against the Negro, there are too many Jews 
who have a false assumption of racial superiority and there 
are too many Jews who would like to bury their heads like 
an ostrich and pretend there is no Negro problem in the 
United States. 

Of course the same things can be said of the Gentile. 
However, a Jew whose kinsmen have endured centuries of 
oppression and even now are being slowly decimated should 
be tolerant enough not to discriminate against another 
member of an oppressed race. 

Remember, the Gentile who reviles a Negro in your pre- 
sence could very easily substitute the word Jew. The great- 
est error many people make is trying to judge an entire race 
by the actions of a few. Whenever you see an ignorant 
Negro remember that a vicious social system may be the 
cause. Do not set yourselves up as a superior race, that is 
what the Nazis are doing. Oscar LAPIROW 

* * * 
Sir: 

In connection with the issuing by the Executive of the 
Zionist Organization of a Memorial Volume in honor of 
the late Nahum Sokolow, I, as Editor, venture to approach, 
with your kind permission, Jewish institutions, organiza- 
tions and individuals who possess any letters by the late 
Nahum Sokolow, or literary or political documents con- 
nected with his activities, to be so kind as to forward such 
material to me in order that use might be made of these 
documents in the Memorial Volume. 

Those Institutions or individuals who are interested in 
retaining any material sent, will receive it back, upon re- 
quest, as soon as it has been used for the specified purpose. 

S. RAWIDOWICZ 
77, Great Russell Street, 
London, W. C. 1. 





“HABONEH"—MAGAZINE FOR 
CHILDREN 


In the course of the three years of its existence, the 
“Haboneh” Magazine, published monthly by the Labor 
Zionist Youth Organization, Habonim, has been endeavor- 
ing to fill a gap in Labor Zionist literature. It has tried 
to do it by presenting within its twenty illustrated pages 
a wide selection of reading matter, covering every sig- 
nificant phase of the youngsters’ interest, with special re- 
ference to Jewish life and with emphasis on pioneering 
Palestine. 

It is this variety in form, coupled with the attractive ap- 
pearance of ‘“‘Haboneh”, that accounts for the eagerness 
with which it is read by young people, despite its often 
somber contents. That this is so is a credit to the magazine 
and a sign of its real worth. 

It will be found well worth one’s trouble to make the 
acquaintance of the magazine. One dollar, sent to Ha- 
boneh, 275 Seventh Avenue, New York City, brings you 
ten issues in the course of one year. 


TEN YEARS OF HEBREW EDUCATORS' 
WORK FOR LABOR PALESTINE 


HE FOLLOWING will introduce to the readers of 
_di the JEwisH FRONTIER another, perhaps less known 
member of the Palestine Labor Organization, the Hebrew 
Educators’ Committee for Labor Palestine. The occasion 
for this is the tenth anniversary of its founding and exist- 
ence. Ten years ago our chaverim in charge of the Gewerk- 
shaften Campaign had the foresight to draw into our orbit 
the educators of the young Jewish generation. 


Up to three years ago the work of the Hebrew Educa- 
tors’ Committee was confined almost exclusively to New 
York City. Even Long Island was outside of our range. 
Gradually the work was extended and encompasses today 
81 cities in 18 states and 4 provinces of Canada. As a 
natural result of this came the formation last year of a 
national body of Hebrew Educators. 


Boston and vicinity merit honorable mention. Its He- 
brew educators did not wait until a national committee was 
formed. There the Hebrew Teachers Organization off- 
cially sponsors the project of the H. E. C. with marked 
success. The same is true of the schools under the aegis 
of the Jewish National Workers’ Alliance and Poale Zion- 
Zeire Zion party. 

The main purpose of the H. E. C. is to introduce the 
knowledge of Palestine, its problems and affairs, into the 
Hebrew Schools with special emphasis on the deeds of the 
chalutzim and workers engaged in the task of rebuilding a 
homeland for a martyred nation. This the H. E. C. has 
endeavored to accomplish by pamphlets, leaflets and circu- 
lars containing timely topics with suggestions for use in 
class-rooms. Last year a more ambitious attempt was 
made, by making available to Hebrew Schools at nominal 
cost a special issue of the ‘“Haboneh” magazine devoted 
to education in Palestine. 


The Hebrew Educaors’ Committee earnestly believes 
that Jewish children should be made to participate in the 
upbuilding of Palestine in a manner suitable to their age 
and compatible with sound pedagogical principles. It 
therefore proclaims annually a Labor Palestine Week 
(usually in the month of February) during which edu- 
cators are asked to explain the role of the chalutzim in 
Palestine in their class-rooms, assemblies, etc. Another im- 
portant feature of this week is a money collection by the 
sale of stamps or receipts by the children in addition to 
personal contributions by teachers in the form of a day’s 
wages. The children’s collection centers around a definite 
project—the erection of school buildings in the newly 
established chalutzim colonies. One-half of the proceeds 
of the collection is appropriated for that purpose while the 
balance goes to the support of the Workers’ institutions in 
Palestine. 


In this respect the H. E. C. encountered many obstacles 
such as resistance of principals burdened with many other 
collections, or prejudices against using children for such 
“base” purposes, overlooking the fact that even the Amer- 
ican public school permits a collection for the Red Cross 
for instance. Modern pedagogy considers such practical 
projects rather as a help than a hindrance. These difh- 
culties are being gradually overcome. Only five years ago 
the total collection of the H. E. C. amounted to $1,860— 
while the past year shows an income of $8,000. In the 
past ten years the sum of $35,000 was made available for 
Palestine through the efforts of the H. E. C. 

On its tenth anniversary the Hebrew Educatiors’ Com- 
mittee has reason to be proud of its achievements, and 
to look forward to greater success. 


ABRAHAM SPIERER 
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LEAGUE for LABOR 
PALESTINE 








Activities for Youth Training 
Project 

The League chapters throughout the 
country are now busily engaged mak- 
ing plans for their respective fund- 
raising activities for the recently-adopt- 
ed YOUTH TRAINING PROJECT. 
During the month of December, Dr. 
Alexander S. Kohanski visited several 
cities in the Middle West, (including 
Chicago, IIl.; Minneapolis, Minn.; 
and Detroit, ’ Mich.) where he met 
with the Executive Committees of the 
chapters, as well as with the member- 
ship, and presented numerous aspects 
of the problem of YOUTH TRAIN- 
ING IN PALESTINE, learned of 
their plans for the project, and offered 
additional suggestions for fund-raising 
activities for the project. 

Mr. Samuel Abrams, Chairman of 
the Executive Committee of the Los 
Angeles chapters, informs the National 
office that the Executive Committee has 
adopted a quota of $2,000 for the 
YOUTH TRAINING PROJECT. 
“The funds are to be raised principally 
in two ways: first by individual and 
group qutoas among our women mem- 
bers (and they are now being organ- 
ized with that in view), and second, 
by a major affair in the spring, at the 
end of the Gewerkshaften Campaign.” 
The Women’s Division has already 
launched its activities. 

The chapters in Greater New York 
are devising various means of raising 
their quotas for the project, e. g. 
theatre parties, social affairs, and en- 
tertainments. Miss Janet Weisman, 
Campaign Chairman of the Social 
Workers’ Chapter, informs us that the 
Social Workers’ Chapter has an- 
nounced its campaign for the project 
for the whole month of January, and 
has pledged itself. to contribute $25 
per member (by a $25 per person 

“Give or Get” quota). Mr. Abraham 
G. Duker, Campaign Treasurer of the 
Social Workers’ Chapter, has already 
forwarded to the National office 
several individual contributions. 








The 
PATRICIAN 
Kosher Caterers of Distinction 


Functions arranged for at lead- 
ing hotels, synagogues, your 
home, our own_ ballrooms. 


151 WEsT 51ST STREET 
CIRCLE 7-7068 


MRS, I, ROSOFF MRS, L, SCHULTZ 
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| ipeialicie conlielg Monroe, N. Y. Phone 2501 
. congenial company A place of unexcelled beauty 
. seasonal sports and fun for rest and recreation. All 
. fireplace, books sports in season. Open all year. 
Just 55 miles from New York 
at Hopewell Junction, N. Y. 
Low Winter Rates: : 
$18.00 Weekly - - $3.50 Daily (MODERN SCHOOL | 
e Sve CARMEL. N. Y. \ 
ear Carmel, Route 52) 
*G, A. PODORSON vi oy re, school i. boys and girls § 
250 PARK AVE., N. Y. PLaza 3-8926 Sahin cama Gana Woltative 





(and self-discipline. Reasonable rates: 
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| Jas. H. Dick, Hamilton Terrace. N. Y. \ 


Enjoy Your Vacation At ( N. Y. Tel. EDgecombe 4-6259 ( 
Modern School. Carmel, N. Y. 
EAGER ROSE GARDEN | { Tel. Carmel 334 
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LAKEWOOD, N. J. 





Former Schilderkraut’s Hotel @ Vegetar- 
ian Food, if desired @ Moderate rates 


for entire season ZINDOREST PARK 
Phone Dr. 4-3328 or Lakewood 428 MONROE, N. Y. 
Phone 7755 




















Formerly a _ millionaire’s 
estate. 150 acres of most 
beautiful country. 


All modern yg and 
all facilities for sports.— 
Make early reservations. 


OPEN ALL YEAR 


NEW LORRAINE 
All Conveniences 
MODERATE RATES 
Intellectual Atmosphere 


MR. & MRS. MARGOLIES 


21—7th STREET LAKEWOOD, N. J. : " a a a 
Tel.: Lakewood 679 






































COME AND SPEND YOUR 
“Quothe the Raven Never More’. Will you WINTER , VACATION AT 
find a more congenial atmosphere than at UNITY HOTEL 
& 501 Monmouth Ave. Lakewood. N. J. 
Tel.: Lakewood 1159 
RAVEN LODGE Home Asmosphere, Excellent Cuisine, Winter 
4 Sports, Entertainment A’La Unity 
416—3rd STREET LAKEWOOD, N. J. MODERATE RATES 
Golo and Boobar Tel. Lakewood 922 JacK SCHWARTZ and MOoIsHE Gross 


























IN THE POALE-ZION 
PARTY 


In conjunction with the recent 
membership campaign, the Central 
Committee of the Poale Zion-Zeire 
Zion issued the following call-to Jew- 


ish men and women: 


“Dear Friend: 


“You, like every other self-respect- 
ing Jew, were shocked by the latest 
atrocities of Nazism. The entire Jew- 
ish commnuity in Greater Germany is 
threatened—today it is pogroms and 
concentration camps and tomorrow— 
who knows what is in store for them. 

“In Germany, Jewish suffering has 
become intolerable, but the lot of mil- 
lions of our fellow-Jews in other Euro- 
pean countries (Czechoslovakia, Po- 
land, Roumania, Hungary and Italy) 
is a none too happy one. The poison 
of Jew-hatred is spreading. Anti- 
Semitic madness spells economic ruin 
and political slavery for millions of 
Jews. 

“It is at a time like this that more 
and more Jews realize what opportu- 
nities Palestine offers for creating a 
sound Jewish life. Already a home 
for nearly a half-million Jews, Pales- 
tine could absorb about 100,000 Jews 
annually. But here, too, we meet with 
difficulties. Inspired by the weakness 
of Great Britain and by fascist propa- 
ganda from abroad which exploits the 
ignorance and fear of alleged Jewish 
domination in Palestine, Arab terror- 
ists have sought to paralyze our re- 
building work. 

“But even during this period of ter- 
rorism, more than 45,000 Jews have 
found a home in Palestine. Of all the 
“territories” that are suggested today, 
mone can immediately absorb such 
large numbers as Palestine can. 

“You, and thousands of other Jews 
who have been shocked by the latest 
attacks on Jews, ask: WHAT CAN 
WE DO? Protest? Of course. We 
protested against Ghetto benches im- 
posed on Jewish students in Poland, 
against economic and political discri- 
mination in Roumania, and against the 
new anti-Semitic laws in Italy. But do 
you feel that your participation in a 
protest meeting is enough? What are 
the implications of these attacks ‘on 
Jewish rights? How does it affect 
your safety as an individual and mem- 
ber of a minority group? 

“What can we Jews do to cease be- 
ing dependent on the caprices of the 
majority population? Is there an im- 
mediate cure-all? Advantage must be 
taken of temporary havens of refuge. 
Immediate relief must be given where 
needed. At the same time, Palestine, 
unlike the palliatives, offers a radical 
solution to Jewish wandering. 





BUY YOUR NACHALA IN PALESTINE NOW 


INVEST 


in a centrally located building plot in 
Hefzi-Bah by-the-Sea, 
Tel Aviv and Haifa on the main coastal 


midway between 
Orange-Belt Boulevard 


Low Prices Convenient Terms 
Other selected urban plots 
available in Jerusalem, Tel Aviv, 
Haifa and on the Carmel 


The Palestine Land 
Development Company, Ltd. 


The only official land purchasing agency of 
the World Zionist Oragnization 





Capital and Surplus LP. 405,000- 
(about $2,000,000.00) 


11 West 42nd Street 


New York City 
LAckawanna 4-9781 




















“The only effective answer we can 
give to Hitler threats is to organize 
ourselves—the millions of Jews in 
America—for the defense of Jewish 
rights and honor. Among the Jewish 
groups and agencies that are alert to 
the problems and needs of the Jews is 
the Socialist-Zionist movement, the 
Poale Zion. 

“We, the Poale Zion, have been in 
the vanguard of the rebuilding of the 
Jewish homeland in Palestine. To the 
social-minded Jew it will be of parti- 
cular significance to note that thanks 
to the efforts of the Socialist-Zionist 
movement, Palestine is being built 
along the lines of social justice and 
cooperation. 

“The Poale Zion were among the 
first to arouse public opinion for the 
defense of Jewish rights everywhere 
and for extending relief to Nazi vic- 
tims. We have joined with labor and 
progressive forces which strive for a 
society where Nazism, Fascism and 
exploitation will disappear. 

“You are shocked—you feel that 
you must do something about it. The 
sympathy of the individual Jew is only 
effective when it assumes an organized 
form. Out of this organized sympathy 
deeds will come. 

“At this time we invite you to join 
the forces of the Poale Zion. To- 
gether we shall intensify our work for 
the rebuilding of Palestine, together 
we shall fight for the defense of Jew- 
ish rights everywhere, for a better and 
saner society. 

Socialist-Zionist Party 
POALE ZION-ZEIRE ZION 
OF AMERICA.” 
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27th thousand! Jor 


by ERIKA MANN with an intro- 
duction by THOMAS MANN 


EVERYWHERE SAOGA MODERN AGE BOON 





“IMMIGRANTS” 


by 
HANS MAYER-DAXLANDEN 


A sensational case book dealing 
with Immigration, naturalization 
quotas, refugees, court and de- 
portation cases. $1.00. Five D’s 
Book Publishing Co., Inc., 208 E. 
83rd St., N. Y. C—REgent 4-3241. 





“DAIRY FOOD SERVED AT ITS BEST" 


2270 BROADWAY, N. Y. C. 
Between 81st-82nd Streets 
ENdicott 2-2030 








DAN IN — WD 90 
When In 


TEL AVIV 


Stop on the 
Seashore at 


HOTEL FISH 


“The Center of English-Speaking Jews’’ 
Modern Cenveniences, Operated by 
Ameircans, Patronized by Leading 
Jews, American Table and Hygiene 
Abraham Fish, C. C. N. Y. '14, looks 


forward to greeting fellow alumni 
on their visits to Eretz Israel 





New York's Leading Kosher 
Caterers 
For the Finest of Functions at All of 


New York's Leading Hotels 





Paramount Caterers 





Main Office 
601 WEST 183rd STREET 


New York City 
WaAshington Heights 7-3780-1 


WEINSTOCK & ZISKIN, Hosts 




















